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Problem With Purity 


I found the article “The Republican 
Civil War” (May 6 issue) by Thomas R. 
Eddlem to be very interesting and infor- 
mative. However, there are certain things 
that I feel I must add on the matter. Re- 
publican infighting and conservatives’ 
demands for ideologically pure candi- 
dates are reasons why the Republicans 
lost last year’s election. 

The Left does not require purity be- 
fore backing a candidate. Searching for 
“purity,” I have read some of the radical 
Left’s literature, and I have come to the 
conclusion that this “purity” test often 
becomes the death of constitutionally 
minded, small-government people when 
it comes to backing and supporting candi- 
dates. The communists/socialists/Marxists 
all say that though Obama may not do all 
they want, they should support him any- 
way and put “pressure on him” to make 
sure he stays “on track”! They know he is 
one of their own and that to accomplish 
his objectives, he must tread cautiously (at 
least at this time) to keep the vast amount 
of Americans who are jealous of their di- 
minishing liberties asleep during the “pro- 
gressive” takeover. 

Conservatives should do the same. No- 
body is going to please everyone, and we 
aren’t going to fix things during any one 
congressional, senatorial, or presidential 
election! 

I am a Ron/Rand Paul supporter. 
Though I don’t hold with all of Ron 
Paul’s ideas either, yet what he does be- 
lieve in is sufficient for me to give him 
my support! 

The only way the Republican Party 
will ever gain any validity again, as far 
as I’m concerned, is to vote out the old- 
guard RINOs and establishment types, 
such as McCain, and start supporting the 
new breed. They might be a little less 
than “pure,” but they are a far better lot 
than what we have now! Will they let us 
down? No doubt a few of them will, but 
since none of us but God can read their 
minds and hearts, let’s get behind them 
now, and then let their voting records 
speak for them. Then we can see if they 
should be rewarded with another term, or 
kicked out of office like their lackluster 
predecessors. 

ROBERT SUTTILE 
Sent via e-mail 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


Baseball’s Debauchery 


Rarely does TNA’s History: Past and Per- 
spective department disappoint, but Jack 
Kenny’s writing on Jackie Robinson 
“Jackie Robinson: Rebel With a Cause” 
(May 6 issue) — and the current biopic 
on his life, 42, did just that. While Kenny 
imparted a great deal of very interesting 
baseball history, most of his piece and his 
review of the movie 42 was quite tiresome, 
and sometimes sanctimonious. 

Barring Robinson and other blacks from 
playing major-league baseball was unjust, 
but portraying the Brooklyn Dodgers’ 
president and general manager Branch 
Rickey and manager Leo Durocher as 
saints was a ridiculous stretch. More im- 
portantly, Kenny seemed to convey that 
all that mattered to ballplayers in that era 
was grabbing World Series paychecks, and 
that’s why Robinson’s teammates eventu- 
ally accepted him. In other words, money 
is all that mattered. 

Being a lifelong Bronxite, I miss what 
baseball was, and am sickened by what 
it has become. Ostensibly, all the illegal- 
drug use, the foreign players displacing 
American players (which includes black 
players, too!), the crass commercialism, 
and the exorbitant player salaries, inter 
alia, doesn’t seem to bother Kenny and 
the editors at TNA. Indeed, in all my years 
as a subscriber, I don’t recall any serious 
coverage on the horrible debauchery in 
what used to be the great American pas- 
time — and in the other major sports for 
that matter. For shame. Baseball is about 
a lot more than profit for owners and sky- 
high salaries for players. 

I hope the next History: Past and Per- 
spective I read returns to normal, instead 
of being another puff piece for what’s al- 
most assuredly another “anti-racist” Hol- 
lywood film and a re-affirmation that TNA 
isn’t concerned much about the pathetic 
state of pro baseball and other pro sports 
in contemporary USA. 

KENNETH REYNOLDS 
Bronx, New York 
Not a Yankees fan 


CORRECTION: A photo caption in the 
movie review in the July 1 issue re- 


ferred to Copperhead as a 2012 film. 
The release date was June 28, 2013. 
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FBI’s Mueller Admits Use of Drones in Domestic Surveillance 


At a hearing of the Senate Judiciary Committee on June 19, FBI 
Director Robert Mueller testified that his agency has used drones 
to monitor American citizens within the United States. He quali- 
fied the admission by saying the unmanned aerial vehicles have 
been used in only a “very, very, minimal way.” 

During his testimony, it seemed Mueller was almost coining 
words in order to dramatically downplay the use of drones in 
the FBI’s domestic surveillance: “And I will tell you that our 
footprint is very small. We have very few and of limited use and 
we’re exploring not only the use but also the necessary guidelines 
for that use.” 

“Tt’s very seldom used and generally used in a particular inci- 
dent when you need the capability,” Mueller said. “It is very nar- 
rowly focused on particularized cases and particularized needs.” 

Judiciary Committee Chairwoman Senator Dianne Feinstein 
(D-Calif.) compared the FBI’s use of drones to the recent revela- 
tions of wholesale, dragnet telephone and Internet snooping by 
the National Security Agency (NSA). Feinstein’s comparison, 
however, was not what civil libertarians and constitutionalists 
wanted to hear. 

“If people are concerned about privacy, I think the greatest 
threat to the privacy of Americans is the drone ... and the very 


few regulations that are on it today and the booming industry of 
commercial drones,” Feinstein said. 

Feinstein’s statement is yet another perfect example of a politi- 
cian floating a false dialectic in order to diminish the damage to 
liberty. By painting the problem as an either-or proposition, the 
NSA’s electronic assault on the Constitution is downplayed by the 
FBI’s admission of similar disregard of constitutional limitations 
on its power and of the Fourth Amendment. 


Communist Chinese Regime Forcing Rural Population Into Cities 


Fre iist 
fy Pit 


The communist dictatorship ruling over mainland China has a 
new centrally planned plot in the works, a controversial scheme 
that seeks to force hundreds of millions of farmers from rural 
areas to regime-dominated mega-cities being built across the na- 
tion. According to news reports, much of the land is being seized 
by force as the Chinese Communist Party works fiendishly to 
pack people into shoddy cookie-cutter buildings and cities sprout- 
ing up all over the country. 

It appears increasingly clear that the vast rural population 
will be forced to submit and “urbanize” whether they like it or 
not — all for their own benefit, of course, the regime and its 


propagandists insist. The latest development, though, follows 
decades of centrally planned disasters triggered by Communist 
Party attempts to redesign society. 

According to a June 16 report in the New York Times, the 
latest communist plan aims to relocate some 250 million rural 
people into urban areas over the next 12 years. The U.K. Tele- 
graph, meanwhile, reported June 17 that around 400 million 
Chinese from the countryside were in the regime’s crosshairs to 
be corralled into sprawling new centrally planned cities being 
erected all across China. Bloomberg Businessweek said on June 
6 about half of China’s rural population of 650 million would be 
relocated by “nudging, urging, and sometimes forcing farmers 
and their families to settle in China’s cities.” 

News reports about the effort in establishment publications 
have largely been focusing on relatively trivial potential prob- 
lems stemming from the scheme: unemployment, pollution, 
slums, pensions, and other matters. However, buried deep with- 
in the articles, the truth about what is really going on becomes 
more apparent: The plan will essentially be implemented at the 
barrel of a gun. 

Unsurprisingly, Beijing, its legions of propagandists, and its 
Western apologists all claim that the “Great Uprooting,” as the 
New York Times put it, will benefit China and the victims of 
forced relocation. “Urbanization will usher in a huge amount of 
consumption and investment demand, increase job opportunities, 
create wealth for farmers, and bring benefits to the people,” the 
dictatorship’s new Premier, Li Keqiang, announced at a press 
conference. 
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INSIDE TRACK 


Small Businesses Cutting Jobs, Hours Because of OhamaCare 


ObamaCare, Americans were assured, would create millions of 
jobs and be a boon to small businesses. But according to a survey 
conducted in early June, as full implementation of the healthcare 
law rapidly approaches, small-business owners are actually slash- 
ing jobs, work hours, and expansion plans. 

The Gallup poll, commissioned by the law firm Littler Men- 
delson, found that because of ObamaCare, 41 percent of small 
businesses have instituted a hiring freeze, 19 percent have shrunk 
their workforces, and 18 percent have “reduced the hours of em- 
ployees to part-time.” Nearly four in 10 small businesses — 38 
percent — told pollsters they “have pulled back on their plans to 
grow their business” in anticipation of the law’s implementation. 

“We were startled because we know that employers were con- 
cerned about the Affordable Care Act and the effects it would 
have on their business, but we didn’t realize the extent they were 
concerned, or that the businesses were being proactive to make 
sure the effects of the ACA actually were minimized,” Littler 
Mendelson attorney Steven Friedman told CNBC June 19. 

These businesses have good reason to take such measures. 
ObamaCare’s employer mandate requires businesses with 50 
or more full-time employees either to offer “affordable” health 
insurance to their full-timers or to pay a $2,000 fine for each 
employee obtaining subsidized insurance on an exchange. The 
law defines a full-time employee as one who works at least 30 
hours per week on average, so employers have a strong incentive 


to keep their head counts below 50 and their employees’ weekly 
work hours under 30 — something that major restaurant and the- 
ater chains and some state and local governments have already 
begun to do. And since expanding a business entails hiring new 
employees, which could trigger the employer mandate, owners 
now have a disincentive to grow their businesses, retarding eco- 
nomic growth and forestalling job opportunities. 

This may explain why even though the economy has been add- 
ing jobs in recent months, nearly half those jobs have been part- 
time, and the average work week has been shrinking. Forced to 
choose between subjecting themselves to the employer mandate 
and staying in business, employers are quite rationally opting for 
the latter. 


IRS Refunded Tens of Millions of Dollars to Illegal Workers 


The woes of the Internal Revenue Service continue, as CNSNews. 
com reported June 21 that in 2011, the federal tax bureaucracy 
sent nearly 24,000 tax refunds totaling more than $46 million 
to “unauthorized” immigrant workers who all claimed the same 
Atlanta, Georgia, address. The revelation came ina July 16, 2012 
audit report prepared by the treasury inspector general for tax ad- 
ministration (TIGTA) — a report entitled, tellingly, “Substantial 
Changes Are Needed to the Individual Taxpayer Identification 
Number Program to Detect Fraudulent Applications.” 


According to the TIGTA report, the address was one of sev- 
eral in Atlanta used by unauthorized workers to receive millions 
of dollars in federal tax refunds in 2011. The top Atlanta ad- 
dress received 23,994 tax refunds worth a combined total of 
$46,378,040. A second Atlanta address received 11,284 refunds 
worth $2,164,976 in refunds to unauthorized immigrant work- 
ers; 3,608 refunds worth $2,691,448 went to a third; and a fourth 
garnered 2,386 refunds for $1,232,943. 

The apparent scam is nothing new for the IRS. CNSNews.com’s 
Terence Jeffrey reported that since 1996 “the IRS has issued what 
it calls Individual Taxpayer Identification Numbers (ITINs) to two 
classes of persons: 1) non-resident aliens who have a tax liability 
in the United States, and 2) aliens living in the United States who 
are ‘not authorized to work in the United States.’” 

Perhaps the “most remarkable act” of the IRS, wrote Jeffrey, 
was assigning 6,411 ITINs to illegals assigned to a single address 
in Morganton, North Carolina. “According to the 2010 Census,” 
Jeffrey explained, “there were only 16,681 people in Morganton. 
So, for the IRS to have been correct in issuing 6,411 ITINS to 
unauthorized aliens at a single address in Morganton, it would 
have meant that 38 percent of the town’s total population were 
unauthorized alien workers using a single address.” 

According to TIGTA, a total of 154 addresses across the Unit- 
ed States appeared on a thousand or more ITIN applications sub- 
mitted to the IRS. 
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Justice Scalia Slams Court Decision 

Regarding Homosexual “Marriage” 

“Tt is one thing for a society to elect change; it is another for a court of 
law to impose change by adjudging those who oppose it hostes humani 
generis (enemies of the human race). [The 5 to 4 majority] is declaring 
anyone opposed to same-sex marriage an enemy of human decency... In 
the majority’s telling, this story is black and white: Hate your neighbor ail 
or come along with us.” Scalia 
Angered by the Supreme Court’s decision to void the Defense of Marriage 
Act and the rationale given for its action, Justice Antonin Scalia argued that the question of same-sex 
“marriage” should be left to Congress and the states. 


lon 
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New Wave of Illegal Immigrants Is Not Mexicans 

“The surge in South Texas is driven mostly by immigrants originating not from Mexico, but from Gua- 
temala, Honduras and El Salvador, officials said. The Mexican border city of Reynosa is the end of a 
railway that begins in southern Mexico, and many migrants ride the roofs of freight trains to reach the 
United States.” 

A report from the New York Times stated that the recent influx of border crossers has been fueled by 
anticipation of mass amnesty and perennial suspension of deportations. 


Obviously, He Wants Only One 

School System, a Governmental Monopoly 

“If towns remain divided — if Catholics have their schools and buildings 
and Protestants have theirs, if we can’t see ourselves in one another and 
fear and consequences are allowed to harden — that too encourages divi- 
sion and discourages cooperation.” 

Speaking in Belfast, Ireland, before 2,000 young people, President 
Barack Obama attacked the worth of private and religious education. 


Chinese Government Forcing Millions Into Urban Settings 

“Tt’s anew world for us in the city. All my life ’ve worked with my hands in 
the fields; do I have the educational level to keep up with the city people?” 
A 46-year-old former wheat farmer named Tian Wei has been left to take a job as a night watchman 
in his new urban setting. One of 250 million Chinese scheduled for forced relocation, he likely doesn’t 
know that this program fits exactly into the plans established the UN’s Agenda 21. 
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Supreme Court Says Arizona Can’t Ask Potential Voters for Proof of Citizenship 

“Arizona has a serious problem with illegal immigration, being one of the leading entry states. So 
protecting the credibility of our election system requires that we exclude illegal aliens and any other 
noncitizen from voting. Not being able to request proof makes that impossible.” 

Arizona Republican state legislator John Kavanaugh pointed to Arizona’s problem, while Thomas A. 
Saenz of the Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund (MALDEF) cheered the court’s 
7-2 decision rendered on June 17, 2013. 


IRS Vendetta Against Conservative Groups Not the Work of One Single Office 

“We’ve dealt with 15 agents, including tax law specialists — that’s lawyers — from four different of- 
fices, including the Treasury Department in Washington. So the idea that this is a couple of rogue agents 
in Cincinnati is not correct.” 

As the legal representative of 27 separate conservative groups that applied for tax-exempt status, Jay 
Sekulow knows how the IRS carries out its assignment. 


Chinese Buying American Properties 
“They’re just getting started. There’s just been some incredible wealth creation there.” 
As China’s new wealthy elite purchase commercial buildings, hotel properties, and homes in the United 
States, Steve Collins of real estate services firm Jones Lang LaSalle Capital expressed concern about 
America losing parts of her infrastructure. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus 
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As ever-burgeoning costs and delays in implementation plague ObamaCare, even 
Democrats who supported it are beginning to back away from it. 


by Michael Tennant 


¢ 
i 


6G VF just see a huge train wreck com- 
ing down.” 

Those words, uttered by Sen. 
Max Baucus (D-Mont.), perfectly ex- 
press Democrats’ fears about the future of 
ObamaCare — and what it may mean for 


their party’s electoral prospects. 


ak 
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Although a number of provisions of the 
Affordable Care Act (ACA) are already 
in force, the majority of the law is sched- 
uled to go into effect in January. Among 
other things, individuals will be required 
to purchase health insurance, and employ- 
ers will be required to offer “affordable” 
health coverage to their employees; failure 
to comply with either mandate will incur 


a tax penalty. Insurance companies will 
be forbidden to turn down any prospective 
customers or to charge them different rates 
depending on their health status. Insurers 
will be forced to cover a variety of treat- 
ments, including contraception, and will 
be prohibited from imposing annual or 
lifetime caps on benefits. Medicaid eligi- 
bility will expand, as will federal subsidies 
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for the purchase of insurance on the in- 
dividual market, which is supposed to be 
facilitated by state insurance exchanges, 
government-run marketplaces where in- 
dividuals can shop for the coverage that 
best suits their needs. There will also be 
new taxes on insurers and pharmaceutical 
companies. 

If you needed to take a deep breath 
after reading all that, imagine how bureau- 
crats feel as they try to implement it. The 
amount of work involved is staggering, as 
evidenced by this timeline provided by the 
New York Times in March: 


Federal officials face a series of tight 
deadlines. By April 30, insurers are 
supposed to file applications de- 
scribing the benefits and costs of the 
products they want to sell. Virtually 
every product offered to individuals, 
families and small businesses will be 
new or revised to comply with federal 
standards. 

The federal government and the 
states will review the proposals to 
make sure that the rates are justified, 
and that each health plan has enough 
doctors and hospitals to serve its 
customers. 

In June, the federal government 
plans to establish a telephone call 
center to assist consumers. Millions 
of people will seek tax credits to 
help them pay premiums. The feder- 
al government is creating a computer 
network to help verify income and 
citizenship. The network is designed 
to allow each state to exchange data 
with the Internal Revenue Service, 
the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity, the Social Security Administra- 
tion and other agencies. 

By early September, the federal 
government and states plan to certify 
health plans approved for sale to the 
public. On Oct. 1, consumers can en- 
roll. Coverage starts in January, when 
most Americans will be required to 
have insurance. 


Delays and Denials 

Despite the Obama administration’s pro- 
testations to the contrary — “We are on 
track and on schedule,’ Gary M. Cohen, 
the Department of Health and Human Ser- 
vices (HHS) official in charge of exchange 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 
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Heading for the roundhouse: Foreseeing a “train wreck” for ObamaCare implementation, 
Montana Sen. Max Baucus, an author of the law, is opting to retire next year rather than face 


voters’ wrath. 


implementation, told the Times — it is 
clear that very little of this is going accord- 
ing to plan. The administration has already 
missed 29 of the ACA’s regulatory dead- 
lines, according to the American Action 
Forum. The Basic Health Plan, a program 
for states to cover low-income individuals, 
has been pushed back until 2015. 

The state exchanges, in particular, have 
been plagued by delays. The rules for the 
exchanges have been very late in coming, 
and the technology needed to operate them 
is even farther behind. As of February, 
analysts were estimating that software de- 
velopment alone was three months behind 
schedule. 

All of this has left insurance compa- 
nies “in limbo,” observed Joseph Totah of 
IFAwebnews.com, an insurance industry 
news site. “All carriers, whether in states 
that rejected the exchange or not, are still 
wondering how they need to package 
their data and have developers write code 
that will be compatible with whatever ex- 
changes come up.” 

“A project this size takes years in the 
private sector; in the public 
sector, with its nearly uni- 
versally-unionized employ- 
ees and Byzantine approval 
systems for even small de- 
cisions, the timeline will be 
even longer.” 

Even if, by some miracle, 
the administration is able to 
get the exchanges operating 


by October, “that doesn’t really help un- 
less you have insurers who are lined up, 
prepared to offer health coverage,” Devon 
Herrick, Ph.D., senior fellow with the Na- 
tional Center for Policy Analysis, told THE 
New AMERICAN. “And how can insurers 
line up and offer health coverage if they’re 
not even sure what the rules are, what the 
regulations are, how it will work, what the 
infrastructure is?” 

Insurers are, in fact, quite concerned 
that the delays and uncertainties will af- 
fect their ability to participate in the ex- 
changes. A February study by healthcare 
consulting firm Edifecs found that while 
most insurers are planning on participat- 
ing in the exchanges, they are also worried 
that they will not have sufficient time and 
information to prepare for participation. 
In addition, most are uneasy with the fact 
that the exchanges have been developed 
without significant industry input, and few 
believe that the exchanges will be ready 
on time. 

In a sign of trouble ahead, the Obama 
administration has already delayed by an 


It is clear that very little of this i 
according to plan. The adminis 


already missed 29 of the Al 
deadlines, according to the | 
Action Forum. 
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entire year the implementation of an ex- 
change just for small businesses. The ex- 
change was supposed to allow small busi- 
nesses to offer their employees a variety of 
coverage options — something that hasn’t 
always been possible given those busi- 
nesses’ size and financial wherewithal. 
With the postponement of the exchange, 
however, employees of small business- 
es will now be given just one choice of 
plans. What’s more, that “choice” may 
not include their current providers, forc- 
ing them to give up a plan they may like, 
contra President Barack Obama’s pledge 
that anyone who likes his current plan will 
be able to keep it under ObamaCare. 

The delay of the exchange “has huge 
implications,” Herrick averred. Business- 
es with fewer than 50 full-time employees 
are not subject to the employer mandate. 
If they find the lack of an effective small- 
business exchange to be too much of a bur- 
den, they have the option of simply drop- 
ping coverage and letting their employees 
buy insurance on the state exchanges. 
That, in turn, could redound to their em- 
ployees’ benefit because low- to moder- 
ate-income individuals are eligible for “a 
huge subsidy that far outweighs anything 
they would ever get through the tax code 
for employer-sponsored coverage,” said 
Herrick. Employers could sweeten the pot 
further by giving employees a portion of 
the money their employers are saving by 
not offering coverage as a pay raise, he 
suggested. By the time the small-business 
exchange is fully operational, there may 
be little need for it, and taxpayers may be 
on the hook for millions of dollars in pre- 
miums for small-business employees. 

The exchanges’ implementation issues 
were inevitable for at least three reasons. 

First, Congress provided insufficient 
time and funding for the establishment of 
the exchanges. In 2003, lawmakers gave 
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the George W. Bush admin- 
istration three years to get 
Medicare’s prescription-drug 
program — then the larg- 
est new entitlement since 
Medicare’s creation — off 
the ground. Even then, the 
program’s successful imple- 
mentation was not assured. 
Michael Leavitt, Bush’s HHS 
secretary at the time, told the 
Times that “several times dur- 
ing the course of that implementation ... 
the system nearly collapsed.” The Obama 
administration was given only slightly 
more time to implement a program whose 
scale dwarfs that of Medicare Part D. On 
top of that, the Republican-run House has 
held the Obama administration to about a 
third of the money that the Bush adminis- 
tration got for the much smaller Medicare 
expansion. 

Second, much of the work of develop- 
ing the exchanges has been dumped into 
Uncle Sam’s lap. The ACA requires each 
state to have an exchange, but it gives 
each one the option of setting up its own 
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Rules as high as an elephant’s eye: Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell expects the GOP 


exchange or leaving that to the federal 
government. The law’s backers clearly ex- 
pected most states to opt to run their own 
exchanges, but as of this writing, only 16 
states plus the District of Columbia have 
taken that route. The remaining states have 
chosen to place all or most of the burden of 
establishing their exchanges on the federal 
government. 

Third, central planning of an entire in- 
dustry is doomed to delays, inefficiencies, 
and eventual collapse. 

To succeed, ObamaCare requires fed- 
eral and state bureaucrats to possess per- 
fect knowledge of such things as what 
benefits each consumer wants his health 
plan to provide, what premiums are af- 
fordable for him, how many doctors and 
hospitals each health plan needs, and how 
many plans are needed in each state. In a 
nation of 310 people, this would be ex- 
tremely difficult; in a nation of 310 mil- 
lion, it is plainly impossible. 

Thus, bureaucrats dither over what deci- 
sions to make, concerned more about pro- 
tecting their own turf than about serving 
people whose constantly changing indi- 


to benefit from Americans’ disgust with ObamaCare and its endless regulations. Democrats, he 
said, “are going to be running away from it, not toward it.” 
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Rate rage: Under ObamaCare, Americans’ health insurance premiums — and consequently their blood pressure — are likely to rise precipitously, 


with rates doubling, tripling, or even quadrupling, according to a House committee report. 


vidual preferences they can neither know 
nor satisfy. Their decisions, based on po- 
litical considerations rather than price sig- 
nals, create vast inefficiencies, and those 
inefficiencies ultimately bring down the 
entire system. That is what happened to 
every Soviet five-year plan; it is what is 
happening now to various welfare-state 
programs the world over; and it is what 
will sooner or later happen to ObamaCare. 
The delays in the law’s implementation 
are just the first step in its long day’s jour- 
ney into night. 


Rapidly Rising Rates 
There have, of course, been other signs 
that all is not well with ObamaCare. 

For example, Obama promised that his 
healthcare law “would bring down pre- 
miums by $2,500 for the typical family.” 
But according to the Kaiser Family Foun- 
dation’s 2012 employee health benefits 
survey, premiums for employer-provided 
family coverage have actually increased 
by $2,370 since 2009, and they rose at a 
faster clip during Obama’s first term than 
during Bush’s second term. 

Insurance rates are expected to climb 
at an even speedier pace as ObamaCare 
takes hold. “Consumers purchasing health 
insurance on the individual market may 
face premium increases of nearly 100 
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percent on average, with potential highs 
eclipsing 400 percent,” the House Energy 
and Commerce Committee reported in 
May after reviewing data provided by 17 
of the nation’s largest insurance compa- 
nies. (Maryland’s biggest insurer of indi- 
viduals has already requested a 25-percent 
rate hike for 2014, citing ObamaCare as 
the primary cause of the increased cost.) 

The young and healthy will take the 
biggest hit. Currently, as befits insurance, 
they pay the lowest rates because they 
pose the lowest risk to insurers. When 
the ACA kicks in, however, insurers will 
be forced to take on much riskier indi- 
viduals but charge them the same rates as 
low-risk individuals. Further, the law re- 
quires older people to be charged no more 
than three times what younger people are 
charged. Obviously insurers cannot afford 
to charge the sick and old the same low 
rates they charge the healthy and young, 
so low-risk individuals will see their rates 
go up significantly. One insurer told the 
House panel that it expects young males, 
who typically have the lowest premiums, 
to face a 180-percent rate increase under 
ObamaCare. 

Of course, nothing prevents low-risk 
individuals from forgoing health coverage 
and paying the penalty instead. That, in 
fact, will become an increasingly attrac- 


tive option as premiums rise much higher 
than the penalty, especially given the fact 
that individuals who choose not to buy 
coverage when they are healthy may in- 
stead sign up for it the moment they need 
it, knowing they cannot be turned down 
or charged higher rates for their pre-ex- 
isting conditions. That will leave insurers 
to cover the sickest, most costly patients 
without collecting premiums from healthy, 
low-cost persons, an outcome known as 
adverse selection. 

This, Herrick pointed out, has been the 
universal experience with laws like the 
ACA: 


These regulations were tried in states 
like Massachusetts and New York 

.. and in all cases the price of pre- 
miums skyrocketed.... The young 
people said, “My gosh, I’m healthy. 
Why should I pay $1,000 a month for 
coverage?” The people that actually 
had health problems said, “It’s only 
$1,000 a month? Well, heck, that’s a 
discount!” So you had the sick sign- 
ing up and the healthy shunning the 
market until they got sick. And each 
round of premium increases caused 
by adverse selection led to a new 
round of healthy people dropping 
out or slightly less healthy people 
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dropping out till pretty soon you had 
spiraling premiums. 


ObamaCare’s failure to reduce insurance 
premiums has become so undeniable that 
even the Obama administration has ‘“‘cau- 
tioned officials about suggesting that the 
law would drive down costs,” the Times 
reported. 

“After extensive research, the adminis- 
tration said it was unwise to tell consumers 
that they could get ‘health insurance that 
fits your budget,’” the paper wrote. “That 
message, it said, is “seen as highly motiva- 
tional, but not as believable.’” 


people are charged. Obviously 
annot afford to charge the sick 
same low rates they charge the 
1 young, so low-risk individuals 
2ir rates go up significantly. 


While individuals may 
not yet have realized how 
high their insurance costs 
are going to rise under the 
ACA, employers are well 
aware and are seeking ways 
to minimize those costs, pri- 
marily by reducing the num- 
ber of full-time employees 
on the payroll. For purposes 
of the employer mandate, an 
employee is considered full- 
time if he works at least 30 
hours per week, and a company is required 
to offer health coverage to its full-time em- 
ployees only if it has 50 or more of them. 
Some employers are deliberately keeping 
their head counts below 50 to avoid the 
mandate, while others, including major 
restaurant and theater chains and the state 
of Virginia, have already begun slashing 
employees’ work hours to keep them from 
being counted as full-timers. 

Employers who are unable to cut hours 
or workers and still operate at a profit 
may instead choose to lay off low-wage 
employees and farm their tasks out to 
contractors. “I can easily see a large hotel 
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Cleaning house: Low-wage workers, such as hotel maids, can expect to see their hours cut 
or their jobs farmed out to contractors as employers reduce their exposure to ObamaCare’s 


employer mandate. 


chain not hiring workers to do the me- 
nial tasks, instead hiring a contractor ... 
for, say, cleaning services,” possibly even 
“spin[ning] off the workers into a sub- 
sidiary that just does cleaning services,” 
Herrick said. The hotelier would then no 
longer be responsible for covering those 
workers, who instead could obtain high- 
ly subsidized insurance on an exchange. 
Herrick, a healthcare economist, expects 
“a major restructuring” of the labor mar- 
ket along these lines, not because it is 
“particularly efficient” but “because of 
the cost of the healthcare mandate and the 
advantage of being able to dump workers 
into the exchange.” 

Another ObamaCare provision, a tax on 
medical device sales that went into effect 
in January, has already cost jobs. Major 
device manufacturers, such as Michigan’s 
Stryker Corporation, Indiana’s Zimmer, 
Minnesota’s St. Jude Medical, and New 
York’s Welch Allyn, have laid off hun- 
dreds of workers in an effort to offset the 
cost of the tax. Former Indiana Sen. Evan 
Bayh, a Democrat, told Fox News that 
one Hoosier State device maker scrapped 
a plan to open as many as five new facili- 
ties over the next five years because of the 
“uncertainty created by this tax.” 


Other Climbing Costs 

The ACA’s ever-growing cost to taxpayers 
is yet another indicator that ObamaCare is 
in serious trouble. 

The Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO) initially projected the law would 
cost the federal government $940 billion 
over its first decade. Two years later, after 
Congress, by design, had spent very lit- 
tle on the healthcare overhaul, the CBO 
upped its 10-year estimate to $1.76 trillion 
— and even that includes projected Medi- 
care savings that few observers expect to 
materialize. 

The exchanges are a major part of the 
increased cost. According to Bloomberg, 
the exchanges’ price tag “swelled to $4.4 
billion for fiscal 2012 and 2013 combined, 
and will reach $5.7 billion in 2014” — 
“more than double initial projections.” 
The administration plans to spend $1.5 
billion on the federal exchange this year. 

Whether it will get that money is an- 
other matter entirely. In March, the House 
rejected an administration request for $1 
billion for ObamaCare implementation, 
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prompting HHS Secretary Kathleen Se- 
belius to take the unprecedented step of 
soliciting donations from healthcare ex- 
ecutives and community organizations to 
help spread the word about the exchanges. 

Then there is the tab for ObamaCare’s 
“navigators” — individuals who will 
guide others through the river of red tape 
they must ford in order to obtain insurance 
on an exchange. The Washington Examin- 
er reported that there are likely to be “tens 
of thousands” of such navigators — Cali- 
fornia alone has requested 21,000 — each 
of whom the administration estimates will 
make upwards of $20 per hour. 

States, too, are finding that the exchang- 
es are more costly than they had anticipat- 
ed. Colorado’s exchange, having already 
received $61 million from Washington, 


recently requested another $125 million, <= 


including $13 million for navigators. Con- 
sidering that Colorado, according to one 
state legislator, is supposedly running “‘the 
leanest, most cost-effective exchange in the 
country,” one can only imagine how much 
all the other states’ exchanges are going to 
purloin from taxpayers’ pocketbooks. 
ObamaCare is also putting the squeeze 
on Americans’ bank accounts in more di- 
rect ways. This year the ACA halved the 
amount that individuals can contribute to 
flexible spending accounts for medical ex- 
penses and greatly increased the penalties 
for spending health savings account monies 
on non-qualified medical expenses. It had 
already prohibited them from spending 
these tax-free funds on over-the-counter 
medicines. And next year it will begin im- 
posing an annually increasing tax on health 
insurers that the CBO estimates will initial- 
ly cost individuals an extra $180 a year and 
families an additional $500 a year. 


Democrats’ Self-inflicted Political Peril 
The law’s broken promises and perverse 
outcomes have not gone unnoticed by av- 
erage Americans. The April Kaiser Health 
Tracking Poll found that just 35 percent 
of Americans favor the ACA, tying the 
October 2011 poll for the lowest level of 
support ever. Over half of those surveyed 
(53 percent) said they support changing or 
repealing the law. 

More worrisome, from Democrats’ 
perspective, is the fact that even their 
own rank-and-file aren’t terribly fond of 
ObamaCare. In April, two-thirds of Demo- 
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Guiding blight: Recognizing that ObamaCare is a bureaucratic nightmare, the Obama 
administration wants to hire thousands of well-paid “navigators” to help Americans apply for 


insurance on exchanges. 


crats told Quinnipiac University pollsters 
that they believe the ACA will either hurt 
or have no effect on them, while just 27 
percent said the law would help them. 
More than two-thirds of Republicans and 
one-third of independents think the law 
will hurt them, according to the poll. 
Adding to Democrats’ fears, labor 
unions, traditionally among their most 
reliable allies, have been voicing their 
own objections to ObamaCare. The law 
has already driven up the cost of unions’ 
multi-employer insurance plans and will 
make them even more expensive when it 
is fully implemented. Many unions have 
negotiated so-called “Cadillac plans” 
for their members, and the ACA’s excise 
tax on these plans will hit them where it 
hurts. (They managed to get themselves 
an exemption from this tax until 2018; the 
exemption was then extended to everyone 
to avoid the appearance of favoritism.) If 
ObamaCare makes their insurance plans 
cost-prohibitive, unions fear employers 
may choose to drop coverage and pay the 
penalty, leaving union members to obtain 
subsidized insurance on an exchange. 
That, in turn, would greatly reduce the 
appeal of union membership. Concern 
among union leaders has grown so great 
that the president of the roofers’ union ac- 
tually issued a statement calling for “re- 
peal or complete reform” of the ACA. 


Add this all up, and it’s no wonder 
Politico declared that “Democrats are 
in full damage-control mode” vis-a-vis 
ObamaCare. 

“Obama is trying to make the next elec- 
tion a referendum on Republicans,” Dem- 
ocratic strategist Doug Schoen told the 
Examiner. “But ObamaCare will still be a 
drag on the Democratic ticket. Democrats 
supported it because Obama was attached 
to it, but they still have great skepticism 
about the real impact of the law.” 

Several Democratic politicians have de- 
cided to distance themselves from Obama- 
Care in hopes of saving their own skins. 

Washington Sen. Maria Cantwell, 
Bloomberg wrote, “threatened to oppose 
confirmation of an administrator for the 
U.S. Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services” after the Obama administration 
announced the delay of the Basic Health 
Plan, which had been added to the ACA 
at Cantwell’s urging. “The senator ques- 
tioned administration officials about the 
delay at three hearings, and won a letter 
on March 28 from ... Sebelius, promising 
to begin the program by 2015 and laying 
out a detailed timeline to set it up.” 

Oregon Sen. Ron Wyden and Florida 
Sen. Bill Nelson also took the occasion of 
one of those hearings to express their own 
concerns about the healthcare law. Wyden 
said he fears that many low- and moder- 
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has slashed the amount of tax-free money they can spend on healthcare and barred them from 


spending it on over-the-counter remedies. 


ate-income Americans may be priced out 
of employer-sponsored family coverage 
but ineligible for subsidies to buy insur- 
ance on an exchange. Nelson criticized the 
administration for agreeing to cut funding 
for one ObamaCare program in the “fiscal 
cliff’ negotiations. 

Michigan Sen. Debbie Stabenow’s of- 
fice went so far as to send an unsolicited 
statement to Politico touting the alleged 
benefits of ObamaCare provisions already 
in effect and urging more outreach to the 
public about the provisions that will kick 
in next year. 

Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid told 
a Las Vegas radio host that he agrees with 
Sen. Baucus that “unless we implement 
[the ACA] properly, it’s going to be a train 
wreck” and argued that more funding is 
the solution. 

Baucus, for his part, isn’t tempting fate. 
Shortly after predicting the locomotive 
crash, Baucus, one of the prime architects 
of ObamaCare, announced he would retire 
at the end of his term in 2014 rather than 
seek reelection. His colleague, Sen. Chuck 
Grassley (R-Iowa), told a Republican au- 
dience in the Hawkeye State that Baucus 
was leaving office “because he’s so fed 
up with the possibility of the implementa- 
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tion of ObamaCare being a train wreck.” 
Montana is a heavily Republican state; the 
GOP is expected to pick up the seat Bau- 
cus is vacating. 

Even Democrats who had no hand in 
the ACA are running away from it. Po- 
litico noted that Elizabeth Colbert Busch, 
running in a special election for a South 
Carolina congressional seat, “distanced 
herself considerably from Obamacare,” 
calling it “extremely problematic” in a 
debate with former Gov. Mark Sanford, a 
Republican. Sanford handily prevailed at 
the polls anyway. 

Republicans, naturally, have been quick 
to seize on their rivals’ remarks. Almost 
as soon as the words “extremely problem- 
atic” had escaped Colbert Busch’s lips, the 
National Republican Senatorial Commit- 
tee (NRSC) fired off a press release boast- 
ing that the candidate had joined a “chorus 
of Democrats who 
are running for office 
and running from 
Obamacare.” 

“There are very 
few issues that are as 
personal and as tan- 
gible as health care, 
and the implementa- 
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tion of the law over the next year is going 
to reveal a lot of kinks, a lot of red tape, a 
lot of taxes, a lot of price increases and a 
lot of people forced into health care that 
they didn’t anticipate,’ NRSC spokesman 
Brad Dayspring told the Times. “It’s going 
to be an issue that’s front and center for 
voters even in a more tangible way than it 
was in 2010.” 

Democrats have only themselves to 
blame for their predicament. They delib- 
erately crafted the law so that its major 
provisions would take effect in an elec- 
tion year, and they steamrolled it through 
Congress despite significant public oppo- 
sition, ensuring that it would remain un- 
popular and be met with resistance every 
step of the way. 

The Obama administration seems to be- 
lieve it can overcome the ACA’s negatives 
by educating the public about the law — at 
considerable taxpayer expense, of course. 

“For the first time, [Obama] has hired 
someone — Tara McGuinness, a seasoned 
Democratic operative — solely to lead a 
White House team on communications 
strategy,” wrote the Times. “Organizing 
for Action, the grass-roots network formed 
from his 2012 campaign, will also join 
with other community and professional 
groups as well as celebrities and athletes 
to inform people about the law.” 

Sebelius, too, emphasized “outreach” 
as the panacea for ObamaCare’s imple- 
mentation issues during the same Sen- 
ate Finance Committee hearing in which 
Baucus made his now-famous remark. She 
later announced yet another outreach cam- 
paign — priced at $150 million — to teach 
people how to enroll in the exchanges. 

The administration’s approach seems 
unlikely to succeed. As Americans watch 
in horror as the ObamaCare Express hur- 
tles toward disaster — with them unwill- 
ingly on board — the problem for Dem- 
ocrats isn’t that voters don’t know what 
ObamaCare entails. It is that they know it 
all too well. 
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by Richard Fleming, M.D. 


he Association of American Physi- 
T cians and Surgeons (AAPS) recent- 

ly published several articles telling 
the story of cardiovascular surgeon John 
Natale, M.D., who is in prison after being 
accused of attempting to defraud Medicare. 
On November 1, 2012, Natale began a 10- 
month prison sentence, though at trial a jury 
found him innocent on all charges of fraud. 

Here’s his story: Between August 2002 
and October 2004, Dr. Natale operated on 
five seriously ill elderly patients, averaging 
78 years old. All the patients lived through 
the surgery, “despite an expected mortal- 
ity of 90 percent.” The 63-year-old Natale, 
who “routinely worked from 5:30 a.m. 
until late at night,’ was “habitually ... be- 
hind in dictating his operative reports” and 
when he filled out the reports weeks after 
the surgeries, he incorrectly stated that he 
repaired an aortic aneurysm instead of the 
type of aneurysm he actually repaired. He 
was accused of using an incorrect Ameri- 
can Medical Association code — a code the 
government requires doctors use for billing 
— to bill the government for the procedure 
he performed, though there is no precise 
AMA code for the procedure he did. 

The charges against Natale were the 
result of a seven-year government inves- 
tigation into his records, wherein the gov- 
ernment reviewed 2,400 operative reports. 
Natale’s defense rested upon his claims 
that he simply made some reporting er- 
rors and that there was no fraud because if 
he had billed the government properly, he 
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The U.S. government is using its payment 
system to control the types of medical 
treatment Americans get, leading to high 
medical costs and high mortality. 


actually would have received more money 
for his services than he actually received. 
The jury agreed and found him not guilty 
on all fraud charges. But Natale was im- 
prisoned anyway for making “false state- 
ments” in his operative reports, though 
under the law, according to AAPS, “a false 
statement is a crime only if made in a de- 
liberate attempt to commit fraud — and, as 
the jury determined, there was no fraud.” 
(Emphasis in original.) He was literally 
imprisoned for making minor errors — if 
politicians, judges, prosecutors, and Medi- 
care workers were held to the same stan- 
dard, it would be safe to say that nearly 
every one of them would be in prison. 

The harsh sentence meted out to Natale 
was evidently meant to intimidate doctors. 
Prosecutor Amarjeet Singh Bhachu flatly 
stated: “A message needs to be sent out 
to doctors.” Yet it could have been worse. 
Because Natale had the gall to actually 
defend himself at trial and testify in his 
own defense, the prosecutor asked for a 
sentence enhancement for “obstruction of 
justice,’ which “could have resulted in 5 
years in prison.” No kidding. 


Calling a Code 
The rationale behind using the codes is 
supposedly to ensure that Medicare — the 
government — only pays for medically 
necessary services for disease, disability, 
infirmity, or impairment. The codes, devel- 
oped by the AMA, are known as the Phy- 
sicians’ Current Procedural Terminology 
(CPT) system. 

But fiscal probity doesn’t seem to be the 


actual reason for the codes. They are cur- 
rently being used to give the government 
control over patient treatment protocols. 
The CPT codes and International Clas- 
sification of Disease (ICD) codes, which 
identify the illness or health problem the 
person is seeing the doctor for, are promul- 
gated by the federal government and are the 
code numbers any physician or hospital sys- 
tem must provide to the government or in- 
surance companies to determine if the phy- 
sician or hospital will get paid for tests on 
or treatment of patients. If you don’t follow 
government guidelines, you don’t get paid. 
If the government doesn’t think a test is 
“indicated” or the government doesn’t have 
a CPT for a specific procedure — think 
new, cutting-edge care — the government 
likely isn’t going to pay for it. If doctors 
and hospitals do bill for a procedure that 
doesn’t have a specific code, using, logi- 
cally, the closest code they think matches 
the completed procedure, and the gov- 
ernment doesn’t agree with the decision, 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services (CMS) won’t pay for it, and the 
doctor and hospital might even be accused 
of committing a crime. If the government 
doesn’t approve of a test or think a medi- 
cine should be given, CMS won’t pay for 
it — even if it saved your life. One doesn’t 
have to be a business major to know that 
if something isn’t paid for, it won’t get 
done. With a little “behavior modification” 
and the threat of a criminal conviction, the 
government teaches everyone that it is in 
charge of healthcare, not patients or doctors 
or hospitals. Thanks to recent congressional 
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actions and with the blessings of the U.S. 
Supreme Court, the federal government — 
imposing ObamaCare through the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, CMS, 
and the FDA — will determine what medi- 
cal treatments you will get, if and when you 
will get care, and how much care you will 
get — all through the ICD and CPT codes 
that it approves or rejects. 

Moreover, private insurance companies 
follow the government’s lead. When doc- 
tors or hospitals bill insurance companies, 
the first question is, “Does Medicare/ 
Medicaid approve or pay for this?” If the 
government doesn’t recognize or pay for 
prescribed procedures and medicines, then 
the insurance companies won’t either. 

So, you see, doctors like myself don’t 
actually get to determine what happens to 
you; the government does! Government 
agencies spend a lot of time telling doctors 
and hospitals how to practice medicine — 
which tests to order, which medications to 
use, and when patients must be sent home 
— in order to avoid being penalized for not 
following the rules. But nowhere is there 
anything that suggests that these agencies 
have the knowledge or training necessary 
to make the types of clinical decisions that 
doctors and hospitals must make every 
day. There is not a single study to prove 
that the U.S. government does a better job 
of delivering healthcare than a doctor or 
hospital does. 


Not surprisingly, there is plenty of proof 
to show that federal bureaucrats don’t doa 
good job of looking after your health. For 
instance, the FDA, which is responsible 
for monitoring the use of medications and 
food to assure the safety of the American 
public, can’t be bothered to investigate 
even when health concerns are brought 
directly to its attention. 

As a nuclear cardiologist, for more than 
two decades I repeatedly warned the FDA 
of problems with the rubidium-82 (Rb-82) 
isotope generators, yet the FDA did noth- 
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ing for 23 years. Specifically, 
I told the FDA the generators 
[where Strontium (Sr) 82 de- 
cays to Rb-82] were not safe 
and were leaking radiation. 
After more than two decades, 
the FDA finally had the gen- 
erators pulled and added ad- 
ditional warnings for the safety and secu- 
rity of Americans. 

If you think that’s bad, let me tell you 
about the government’s standard of care 
for heart disease. Every year 11 million 
nuclear studies are done in the United 
States alone to look for heart disease. Of 
these 11 million, 35 percent are inaccu- 
rate, and some 70,000 to 90,000 misdiag- 
nosed Americans will go home with such 
severe disease that, after being told there is 
nothing wrong with their hearts, they will 
die soon thereafter. 

The cause of the high error rate in these 
studies lies in the methodology behind 
how they are performed. In the studies, 
people are given an injection of a radio- 
active substance and, a short while later, 
pictures are taken of the heart. This is re- 
ferred to as the “rest image.” Several hours 
later, the patient is “stressed” — subjected 
to physical exercise or drugs which simu- 
late stress — and re-injected with a sec- 
ond dose of radioactive substance, and a 
second set of heart images are taken. This 


is referred to as “stress imaging.” To find 
heart damage, physicians compare the im- 
ages, looking (qualitatively) at the images 
and guesstimating if there is heart dis- 
ease. It’s a crude method of determining 
heart problems, but as they say, “It’s good 
enough for government work.” 

One of the primary reasons that the test 
is so inaccurate is simply that humans tend 
to see what they expect to see, overlook- 
ing completely what they don’t expect to 
see — even when “the unexpected” is right 
in front of them. An online video demon- 
strates the strength of this tendency. The 
video instructs viewers to watch two small 
groups of youths, half dressed in black and 
half in white and to count how many times 
the players in white pass a ball back and 
forth as they walk around. In the midst of 
the action, someone in a gorilla suit walks 
between the players, beats his chest, and 
then walks off-screen. Yet a large percent- 
age of viewers will have never noticed the 
person in the gorilla suit. 

But this couldn’t possibly happen to 
doctors who are specifically looking for 
disease, right? In fact, the exact same 
thing happened when doctors were tested. 
A recent study showed that 83 percent of 
board certified radiologists didn’t see a 
dancing gorilla on a CT scan of a chest, 
even when they were looking right at the 
gorilla. They simply didn’t see it, and half 


Technology flawed: Doctors use CT scans to search the body for nodules that may indicate 
cancer. The machines tend to work correctly, but human technicians must visually locate any 
nodules on the scans, and they miss up to 50 percent of nodules shown by the scans. 
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the time they missed masses (nodules) on 
CT scans that would indicate cancer. Yet 
this visual guessing game on heart disease 
is what the federal government is willing 
to pay for. It’s what they recognize, have 
a CPT code for, and feel comfortable with. 

All this, despite the fact that there is a 
much better method available. 

During my investigation of isotopes and 
nuclear testing procedures, I discovered 
that our nuclear cameras could be used, 
without any change in equipment or soft- 
ware, to look at the movement (redistribu- 
tion) of these imaging isotopes and “quan- 
tify” the changes over time, indicating, in 
practice, whether a patient had heart dis- 
ease or not, without the need for a doctor 
to guesstimate the likelihood of heart dis- 
ease. Using this method provides cardiac 
studies with greater accuracy, in less time, 
and with less expense. These studies can 
be done in one-fifth the time and use less 
radiation, allowing us to make better use 
of our healthcare dollars and precious re- 
sources. Since the studies take less time, 
hospitals and doctors can do more studies 
each day, and patients wouldn’t have to 
wait as long to be tested and treated. 

To visualize the difference between the 
old and new methods, think of the heart 
examination as if you were buying a car. 
The best way to determine how well a car 
works is to put the key in the ignition and 
drive it to see how it performs at differ- 
ent speeds and under different conditions. 
Merely looking at a picture of a car at rest 
doesn’t tell you anything about how the 
car performs. Similarly, a single picture of 
it running doesn’t tell you if the car had 
problems starting, idling, accelerating, etc. 
The same is true with the engine we call 
your heart. You have to stress it and inject 
the isotope and compare what happens to 
the distribution of the isotope over time 
to see if there is a problem. More impor- 
tantly, you want to measure the movement 
(redistribution) of the isotope to get an ac- 
curate picture of what is really happening 
to your heart. If not, you might just as well 
go kick the tire — or heart! 

The government is sticking with its 
multiple-injection protocol, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that South Korea is already 
using the new method with great success; 
that for the government’s preferred test 
protocol to be accurate, isotopes would 
have to behave like superglue in the body, 
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Breast Enhanced Scintigraphy Test (B.E.S.T.)© (pat. pend.) images demonstrate an isotope 
traveling into the body (upper left), with images taken of the right breast several minutes later. 
The images (lower left) are first displayed as black and white and then converted to blue-green 
for “qualitative” interpretation. Finally, the results are “quantified” (far right), showing early ductal 
carcinoma in-situ (DCIS) — the beginning of breast cancer. 


sticking in place when they are injected, 
and this has been demonstrated to be 
wrong in more than 50 published papers; 
and that the new method simply makes 
sense because the computers we use to 
generate the pretty pictures that the doc- 
tors examine couldn’t generate an image 
to look at unless they could actually mea- 
sure (quantify) what is happening in the 
first place — using isotopes in the blood, 
the computers can monitor blood flow and 
heart function. 

South Korea has further demonstrated 
that this method (FHRWW) is more ac- 
curate, faster, uses less radiation, and in 
the end is more cost effective. 

Again, both CMS and the FDA ignored 
this information, which was repeatedly 
submitted to it. So much for making med- 
icine more effective, more accurate, and 
safer for people. 

This ability to measure redistribu- 
tion over time not only allows us to find 
what we’ve been missing for so long; it 
also allows us to determine if your treat- 
ment is effective. Imagine that, instead of 
being told that your heart treatment must 
be working because you haven’t died yet, 
you could actually be told that the ben- 
efit to your heart was “measured” and the 
treatment works. Or, alternatively, that the 
treatment was “measured” and doesn’t 


work and you need to try something else, 
rather than waiting for you to have a heart 
attack. This would not only improve the 
way people are treated, but it would also 
reduce overall healthcare costs. 

With prevention and treatment of heart 
disease being a major emphasis in medi- 
cine, it seems to be gross medical mal- 
practice — by government bureaucrats 
and courts posing as doctors — to stifle 
this innovation in heart disease remedia- 
tion. But, you say, maybe this was a rare 
oversight. Wrong! Consider breast cancer. 


Breast Enhanced Scintigraphy Test 
Every year 40,000 women die from breast 
cancer. And though much emphasis is 
placed on defeating this cancer — un- 
derstandable since breasts are something 
that interest both men and women — the 
process whereby breast cancer is detected 
and treated is almost to the level of a bad 
joke. Today, up to 30 percent of women 
who have breast cancer are missed using 
“screening” mammography. If that isn’t 
bad enough, when a woman has a mam- 
mogram 10 years in a row, there is a 50-50 
chance she will have surgery to remove part 
or all of her breast because her screening 
mammograms made someone think she 
might have cancer, when she really didn’t. 
In spite of this, doctors are still using the 
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same archaic breast-smashing 
X-ray-machine method devel- 
oped in the 1960s to radiate 
breasts. This machine looks 
for... calcium. The main prob- 
lems with this approach are that 
the goal isn’t to find calcium 
(it’s to find cancer) and that cal- 
cium may or may not be pres- 
ent if you have breast cancer. 
No wonder mammography has 
never been proven to correctly 
screen breast cancer! So why is 
breast cancer treated this way? 
Because there are CPT codes 
for it, and some entity can be 
billed for it without a doctor 
going to jail. 

Unfortunately, the detection 
of breast cancer is often com- 
plicated by other irregularities 
in breast tissue, such as fibrous 
tissue and cysts. Distinguish- 
ing these anomalies and nor- 
mal breast tissue apart from 
cancer, which is, simply, highly 
metabolic tissue, can be very 
difficult. I always refer to can- 
cers as teenagers, or if you’ve 
had the pleasure of teaching 
student physicians like I have, 
cancers are a lot like residents: They eat a 
lot, don’t do much, and over time become 
bigger and take up more space. To make 
matters worse, the U.S. Preventive Ser- 
vices Task Force recommends that women 
over 40 have a mammogram every one to 
two years. Because mammograms are 
imprecise, women such as Angelina Jolie 
have bilateral prophylactic mastectomies 
out of fear of developing breast cancer, 
owing to the fact that they have certain 
genetic markers (BRCA1 and BRCA2). 
Unfortunately, the genetic markers show 
only that a person has a predisposition to 
develop breast cancer, not that she has it. 
Americans deserve a better method of de- 
tecting breast cancer than fear. 

Then, if there is something suspicious on 
your mammogram, more than likely you 


Today, up to 30 percent of women who 


have breast cancer are missed using 


“screening” mammography. 
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Fear rules: Having to rely upon government-accepted diagnostics for 
breast cancer discovery, some women, such as Angelina Jolie, have 
gotten mastectomies to prevent breast cancer. 


will now get an ultrasound, though ultra- 
sounds don’t tell you if you have cancer. 
They are used to see if a lump is cystic or 
solid, though having a cyst (a fluid-filled 
ball) in your breast doesn’t exclude cancer 
100 percent of the time and having a solid 
mass doesn’t always mean you have cancer. 

But CMS has heard of ultrasounds so 
it doesn’t “frighten” them, and there’s a 
CPT code so the government will pay for 
it. Then you will need a biopsy, despite 
having had the ultrasound, which, as you 
might have guessed, has its own CPT code 
(19100). More CPT codes, more tests, 
more costs, and more money. Just remem- 
ber, use the right CPT code! If you get an 
ultrasound with a biopsy, it’s a 76492, and 
if you leave something in the breast to find 
the spot later, it’s a 19291. 

The dean of my medical 
school was right — there are 
easier ways to make money. 
Much easier! 

As with our heart-disease 
discussion, there’s a better 
way to detect differences 


between normal breast tissue, 
fibrocystic disease (frequent- 
ly confused for cancer), and 
breast cancer itself. 

Several years ago, a pharma- 
ceutical company working with 
one of the isotopes used for 
detecting heart disease asked 
me if I could help them in the 
diagnosis of breast cancer. In 
the end I developed a method 
for tricking cancers into giving 
themselves away, and I mea- 
sured (“quantified”) what I was 
seeing. As with heart disease, 
today’s nuclear cameras can 
be used to measure differences 
between normal breast tissue, 
fibrocystic tissue, and breast 
cancer, by taking advantage of 
the greedy characteristics of 
cancers themselves. Not only 
does this provide an accurate 
method for finding cancer, 
just as it provided a “quantita- 
tive” method for finding heart 
disease; but as with heart dis- 
ease, it means we can actually 
determine if your treatment for 
breast cancer or fibrocystic dis- 
ease is working. 

As documented in multiple peer-re- 
viewed studies published in a medical 
textbook and academic medical journals, 
nearly 700 women have been examined 
using this new method, with a 100-percent 
success rate at discerning whether breast 
tissue was normal, inflamed, or cancerous. 
Though this method for finding breast can- 
cer involves using radioactive material, it 
would be cost effective and could be done 
when a patient gets her/his (yes, men get 
breast cancer too) heart tested for heart 
disease. The information on the efficacy 
of this procedure has been available to the 
government for more than seven years but 
has yet to be acted upon. Until it’s graced 
with its own CPT code, you probably 
won’t get this in the United States. 


Healthcare Agency Run Amok 

As you might have guessed, even while the 
government refuses to grant codes for cut- 
ting-edge care, it continues to pay for care 
that has been proven to be ineffective. As 
the New York Times reported in a 2011 arti- 
cle entitled “Cut Medicare, Help Patients”: 
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Late last year, the Food and Drug 
Administration determined that the 
drug Avastin, which has serious side 
effects, is not effective for treating 
breast cancer. Astonishingly, Medi- 
care declared it will still pay for 
Avastin — at a cost of about $88,000 
per year for each patient. 

Consider colonoscopies. The 
United States Preventive Services 
Task Force recommends not doing 
colonoscopies for most people over 
75 because there is no evidence that 
they save lives in this population. 
Moreover, the risk of perforating the 
intestines rises with age. Yet Medi- 
care pays for the procedure regard- 
less of the patient’s age. 

Every year more than | million 
cardiac stents are placed in patients 
to open blocked arteries. Stents are 
essential immediately after a heart at- 
tack, but a 2007 randomized trial con- 
ducted at 50 medical centers in the 
United States and Canada showed that 
for patients with stable heart disease, 
stents do not reduce the number of 
heart attacks or save lives when com- 
pared with drug therapy. And they are 
substantially more expensive. 


The list goes on. Whether such 
flagrant foolery is the result of 
incompetence or pressure from 
lobbying groups, the result is the 
same: We are abandoning best 
medical practices as determined 
by “evidence-based medicine.” 
Evidence-based medicine 
was established by Archie 
Cochrane, who demonstrated 
that true medical breakthroughs 
are established by looking at 
the real results. As we have al- 
ready seen, these real results 
can dramatically improve the 
quality of healthcare for Ameri- 
cans in both the diagnosis and 
treatment of heart disease and 
breast cancer. As doctors learn 
about what does and doesn’t 
work, the medical standards 
of care should change. In fact, 
standards of medical care can 
and frequently do change, every 
few years, depending upon ad- 
vancements in the field. Unfor- 
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tunately, the government and the courts are 
less focused on “evidence-based medicine” 
and more focused on protecting its ICD and 
CPT codes and setting payments in stone 
— tombstones. 

And while it may be true that most gov- 
ernment workers in the healthcare busi- 
ness mean well, government involvement 
in healthcare decisions means disastrous 
diagnostic treatment for many. Let’s ex- 
amine why. 

To start with, CMS, the agency that 
handles Medicare and Medicaid, is not 
composed of doctors or hospital admin- 
istrators interested in improving the qual- 
ity of American healthcare. Its workers 
don’t know the clinical difference be- 
tween a 78464 and an 78465, or between 
a 90592 and a 87798. Yet its determination 
of what it will pay for determines what 
treatments are available. And using these 
numbers, the government tries to get doc- 
tors to behave in a manner that uses less 
of “the government’s resources.” Rather 
than adapting to new, more cost-efficient 
and effective standards of care that doc- 
tors have developed — which bureaucrats 
either don’t know about or ignore — the 
bureaucrats will push doctors to do fewer 


Fraud? Though precendent-setting Prabhu v. U.S. found that doctors 
are not guilty of a crime for using an imprecise billing code that most 
closely fits the procedure they perform, other courts have disagreed. 


tests or otherwise reduce costs while ad- 
hering to the codes. 

The whole goal is to limit the amount of 
money being spent, without asking, “What 
diagnosis and treatment does the doctor 
think is needed?” 

What a difference from what I was 
taught in medical school. My medical 
training taught me to look at the patient 
and not his insurance plan. 

Let me pose a simple question that should 
highlight the ludicrousness of the present 
situation. “Should a hospital and doctor 
treating someone with heart failure who has 
a heart attack receive a different amount of 
money for taking care of that person than for 
treating a person who has a heart attack and 
then develops heart failure?” Based upon 
CPT and ICD codes, they do. The patients 
have the same problems; flip the codes and 
the government and insurers pay different 
amounts. Moreover, there’s nothing in these 
codes or in guidelines from the govern- 
ment’s agencies that asks, “Did the patient 
receive the type of healthcare an American 
has a right to expect?” 

Ironically, even as the U.S. govern- 
ment fails to assign a code to these more 
accurate methods of detecting heart dis- 
ease or breast cancer described 
above, the U.S. Centers for 
Disease Control (CDC) actu- 
ally requested that I present 
these new methods at a meeting 
held in Greece in 2005. That’s 
right, eight years ago! Their re- 
quest for me to present might 
be due to the fact that the CDC 
is concerned with world health 
and less interested in telling 
doctors and hospitals how to 
administer it. 


Let Doctors Do Their Job! 

Most doctors and nurses I know 
got into healthcare to make a dif- 
ference. Trust me, there’s nothing 
glamorous about cleaning blood, 
feces, vomit, or somebody’s body 
parts off you, your colleague, 
or where you’re trying to walk. 
Despite doctors’ dedication, the 
U.S. government can’t be both- 
ered to listen to them. Yet even 
as the U.S. government ensures 
that progress bypasses American 
patients, much of the rest of the 
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world is listening. More importantly, doc- 
tors in the rest of the world have been in- 
dependently verifying the efficacy of new 
techniques and technology (including mine) 
and are making improvements within their 
own medical systems. They have asked me 
to edit medical textbooks; they communi- 
cate with me to find out how to implement 
these studies in their countries; and they ask 
me to present at their meetings so that they 
can use these approaches to more accurately 
detect and treat their people and reduce their 
overall healthcare costs. 

We should be doing the same here, as 
medical costs continue to soar upwards 
while the quality of care stagnates or spi- 
rals downward. It’s noteworthy that the 
problem is getting progressively worse. 
Under ObamaCare’s mandates, not only 
is the quality of treatment set to decline 
drastically using these CPT codes, but the 
cost of care is set to explode. 

Michael Tennant reported for THE NEw 
AMERICAN online on May 15, 2013: 


That’s the message of a new report 
from the House Energy and Com- 
merce Committee. 

“Consumers purchasing health in- 
surance on the individual market may 
face premium increases of nearly 100 
percent on average, with potential 
highs eclipsing 400 percent,” the re- 
port claims. Businesses, it says, will 
face smaller but still quite significant 
rate hikes as well. 

... The report is based on data pro- 


vided to the committee by 17 of the 
nation’s largest insurance companies, 
who ought to know better than anyone 
else how much premiums are likely to 
rise when the Patient Protection and 
Affordable Care Act (PPACA) is fully 
implemented in January. 


Such cost hikes were to be expected. When 
I entered medical school at the University 
of Iowa in 1981, we were told that since the 
passage of Medicare, the costs associated 
with healthcare had risen dramatically. We 
were also told that when the cost of health- 
care exceeded 15 percent of the GDP, the 
system would break. We have already ex- 
ceeded that breaking point, reaching 18.2 
percent in 2011. In real numbers this cur- 
rently equals $2.6 trillion. The cost for un- 
funded Medicare and Medicaid promises 
have been estimated at around $50 trillion. 
If these numbers are correct, that equals 
$255,280 for every American household. 

I will state the obvious, just so it’s out 
there: The system is broken and, as you 
have already seen, it is just as dysfunc- 
tional as a meth addict. There’s obviously 
a problem, but what needs to be done? 

If a doctor were to prescribe a cure for a 
patient, he would be careful to distinguish 
between the symptoms of the disease and 
the actual disease itself so that he could 
prescribe the correct treatment. Since the 
primary complaint about healthcare in the 
United States by patients is that it costs 
too much and it’s sometimes difficult to 
see doctors, and the primary complaint by 


Charity in the works: The St. Jude Children’s Research Hospital treats children regardless of an 


ability to pay, using donated funds. Even before the advent of government-controlled healthcare, 


those who could not pay received medical care. 
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physicians and hospitals is that they are 
being micromanaged and regulated into 
incompetency by the government and in- 
surance companies, the disease is evident: 
too much regulation. 

Similarly, the course of treatment is ob- 
vious: amputation to get rid of the invader 
altogether. Yes, like many things it sounds 
scary at first, but the alternative is the 
death of the American healthcare system 
through high costs, and fears of physicians 
and healthcare providers of being tried as 
criminals. 

And this amputation can’t wait. Like 
the patient with a serious infection or a 
cancer that threatens the loss of an arm 
or leg, most people are somewhat afraid 
and hesitant to do what is needed. Peo- 
ple want to pretend everything will be 
all right and they won’t have to make 
those difficult decisions to cut off that 
which is killing them. When antibiotics 
and cleaning don’t stop the progression 
of an infection, or chemotherapy or ra- 
diation don’t stop the cancer, a difficult 
decision has to be made in an effort to 
save the patient’s life. 

Failure to correct a mistake is what 
makes it a real mistake. Hesitancy and the 
failure to amputate cancer, or a diseased 
arm or leg, may very well cause the per- 
son’s death. So it is with the American 
healthcare system. 

Change will be scary for most at first, 
but some of us are old enough to remember 
when hospitals were associated with and 
run by different religious or philanthropic 
groups, which helped to fund what patients 
needed. If you don’t think that’s still pos- 
sible, take a look at the St. Jude Children’s 
Hospitals. Doctors should determine your 
treatment, not the government or insurance 
companies. This system works and we 
should work to get back to this. 

If you care about your healthcare or 
that of your husband, wife, mother, father, 
children, grandchildren, or friends, this is 
the time for you to act. Because the fed- 
eral government cannot demonstrate that 
it improves the quality of healthcare — or 
makes it more affordable so that there is 
not rationing of care as doctors leave the 
field — Americans must pressure politi- 
cians to not only rescind ObamaCare but 
to restrain any of the branches of govern- 
ment from having any influence whatso- 
ever on the care of patients. 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JULY 22, 2013 


Morinville Join us on 


Farms 


808 Hill River Road * Brooks, MN 56715 


Growers of 
spring wheat 


Pid 


{Choose 
/-reedom 
STOP ObamaCare 


Containerized Storage From 
The People Who Invented The Concept 


MARTIN 


CONTAINER, INC. 
Serving You Since 1976 
Straight From the Harbor To Your Site 
Refrigerated Units Always Available 
LENGTHS UP TO 45' 
24-HOUR DELIVER 
BUY OR RENT 


alsa, AY REREZERS 


www.container.com 


1-SO00-221-3/2/ 


se.Y-* oa 


| i oe AF 


reedom/|no 


LY\AYV 
La JN 


A Congressional Scorecard Based on i U.S. Constitution 


Fair? Important constituencies, such as New Jerseyans, are given disaster relief if the president 
declares a Major Disaster Declaration. Without that declaration, federal FEMA money dries up. Many 
areas see regular small-scale storm damage, but the homeowners will never see a FEMA dime. 


hatitt 


I Thra Inday 
About ais (iudex 


on the U.S. Constitution” rates congressmen based on 
their adherence to constitutional principles of limited 
government, fiscal responsibility, national sovereignty, and a tradi- 
tional foreign policy of avoiding foreign entanglements. To learn 
how any representative or senator voted on the key measures de- 
scribed herein, look him or her up in the vote charts. 
The scores are derived by dividing a congressman’s constitutional 
votes (pluses) by the total number he cast (pluses and minuses) and 
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Our first look at the 113th Congress 
shows how every member of the House 
and Senate voted on key issues, such as 
federal disaster assistance, CISPA, and 
ObamaCare repeal. 


Disaster Supplemental (Super- 

storm Sandy). This bill (H.R. 152) 
would appropriate $50.5 billion in emer- 
gency supplemental funding for commu- 
nities hit by Superstorm Sandy. Accord- 
ing to Congressional Quarterly, “The bill 
would include $11.5 billion for FEMA’s 
Disaster Relief Fund, $10.9 billion for 
transit systems, $16 billion for Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Development 
community development programs, $5.4 
billion for the Army Corps of Engineers, 
$708 million for repairs to national parks, 
wildlife refuges and facilities, $234 mil- 
lion for Veterans Affairs medical activities 
and construction projects, $274 million 
for Coast Guard projects, and $520 mil- 
lion for Small Business Administration 
disaster loans.” 

The House passed H.R. 152 on January 
15, 2013 by a vote of 241 to 180. (Roll Call 
23). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because disaster relief — which should be 
provided through private charitable efforts 
— is not a federal responsibility. 
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multiplying by 100. 

This is our first index for the 113th Congress. The average House 
score for this index (votes 1-10) is 46 percent and the average Senate 
score is 41 percent. Eleven representatives and one senator earned 
100 percent. 

We encourage readers to examine how their own congressmen 
voted on each of the 10 key measures, as well as overall. We also 
encourage readers to commend legislators for their constitutional 
votes and to urge improvement where needed. 
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113th CONGRESS, Votes 1-10 Freedom Index 
Votes: 1-10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Votes: 1-10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
ALABAMA 32 Napolitano (D ) 33% 2 + - - + Hobs a Ge 2 
1 Bonner (R ) 50% - - + + - - + 2 + + 33 Waxman (D ) 1% - - - - - t+ - 2 - - 
2 Roby (R) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 34 Becerra (D ) 38% - + - = + t+ - - 2? ? 
3 Rogers, MikeD.(R) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 35 NegreteMcleod(D) 22% ? + - - - i oe o © « 
4 Aderholt (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 36 Ruiz (D ) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 
5 Brooks, M. (R ) 70% + + + + - - + t+ = + 37 Bass (D ) 2006 es Ge es Se yous eS 
6 Bachus, S. (R ) 50% - - + + - - + + + - 38 Sdnchez,linda(D) 30% - + - - + to- eee 
7 Sewell (D ) 10% - - - - = ee 39 Royce (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 
ALASKA 40 Roybal-Allard(D) 30% - + - - + to - = = = 
AL Young, D. (R) UX ee Son ee eee ae [oe 41 Takano (D ) eee oe ane TE 
42 Calvert (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 
Seren trick (D) 0% 43 Waters (D ) 30% - + - - + to- 2 2 = 
pea atte a ees nines 44 Hahn (D) 20% =e oe 2 a ss @ fe 
2 Barber (D ) 0% +- - - - - - ee ee 5 
= 45 Campbell (R ) 57% + - + + - a a? 
3 Grijalva (D ) 30% - + - - + to. oe ee a 
46 Sanchez,Loretta(D) 11% - + ? - - ee 
4 Gosar (R) 80% + - + + - + + + + + 5 
47 Lowenthal (D ) 10% - - - - - + - © = = 
5 Salmon (R) 90% + + + + + - + + + + a 
é 48 Rohrabacher(R) 90% + + + + - + + + + + 
6 Schweikert (R ) 70% + - + + - 2 ot ok 
49 Issa (R) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 
7 Pastor (D ) 0% - - - = = - ee ee 5 
50 Hunter (R ) 70% + - + + - _ - } & + 
8 Franks (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 5 
9 Sinema (D) 0% 51 Vargas (D ) 30% - + - - + ee 
une an a i ae ee 52 Peters, S. (D ) 0% ~ eo ee « eS, 
ARKANSAS 53. Davis, S. (D ) BW = £ = 5 = Hos = 2 & 
; acm ™ - - a ee - + + + + COLORADO 
as i a oR a a ae 1 DeGette (D ) 33%  - Ft eet + - 2 - - 
3, Womack (R ) 70% + - + + - - + t+ + + , 5 
4 C (R) 70% 2 Polis (D ) 206 = = = = ee 
otton a ee i a a 3 Tipton (R) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 
CALIFORNIA 4 Gardner (R ) 67% + - + ? - - & & & & 
1 LaMalfa (R ) AWS 5p 2 ab aps eee en: 5 Lamborn (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 
2 Huffman (D ) 20% - + - - = Bo Ge es 6 Coffman (R ) 70% + - + + - 2 £ fob & 
3 Garamendi (D ) RS 2 2 2 se a 7 Perlmutter (D ) 20% - + - - + Sa er Ut one 
4 McClintock (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + CONNECTICUT 
5 Thompson,M.(D) 11% - + - - - a 3 
: 1 Larson, J. (D ) 30% - + - - + ests - 
6 Matsui (D ) 30% - + - - + a ee n 
2 Courtney (D ) 10% - - - = - t+ - 2 = = 
7 Bera (D ) (RM @ 6 = S 4 ee a : 
3 Delauro (D ) 30% - + - - + t+ - - = = 
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Short-term Debt Limit Increase. 

This bill (H.R. 325), voted on in 
January 2013, would suspend the public 
debt limit through May 18, 2013 and, in 
effect, allow the Treasury Department to 
borrow as much as it needs in order to pay 
its bills over the next four months: Febru- 
ary, March, April, and May. Another pro- 
vision in the bill would withhold pay for 
representatives or senators if either house 
fails to approve a budget by April 15. The 
pay would be withheld for each member 
of Congress until his or her house agrees 
to a concurrent resolution on the budget 
for fiscal 2014 or until the last day of the 
113th Congress. 

The House passed H.R. 325 on January 
23, 2013 by a vote of 285 to 144 (Roll Call 
30). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the federal government should 
live within its means and because most of 
the spending responsible for the balloon- 
ing national debt is unconstitutional. 


Sequestration Caps. During con- 

sideration of the continuing appro- 
priations bill for fiscal 2013 (H.R. 933), 
Rep. Scott Peters (D-Calif.) moved to 
send the bill back to the House Appro- 
priations Committee with instructions to 
report it back with an amendment striking 
the automatic sequestration cuts from the 
bill. Those cuts total $85 billion in fiscal 
2013 — a relatively small amount com- 


pared to a total federal budget estimated at 
$3.68 trillion for fiscal 2013 in the budget 
Obama submitted to Congress in April. 

The House rejected Peters’ motion on 
March 6, 2013 by a vote of 188 to 231 
(Roll Call 61). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because the runaway federal 
spending needs to be reined in. Though the 
sequestration cuts are too small to solve 
the fiscal crisis, they are better than no cuts 
at all. 


Minimum Wage. During consider- 

ation of a bill to consolidate job-train- 
ing programs (H.R. 803), Rep. George 
Miller (D-Calif.) offered a motion to re- 
commit the bill to the House Education 
and the Workforce Committee and report 
it back immediately with an amendment 
that, among other things, would incremen- 
tally increase the federal minimum wage 
by a total $2.85 over two years to $10.10 
an hour. In 2007, the federal minimum 
wage was increased by $2.10 to the cur- 
rent $7.25 an hour. Though many people 
believe that raising the federal minimum 
wage is a solution to national poverty, 
mandating higher wages causes employ- 
ers to limit hiring of entry-level workers, 
causing more unemployment. On the other 
hand, when the market is allowed to dic- 
tate wages, entry-level workers are able to 
get the experience and job training they 
need to get higher paying jobs. 


Good for some: When politicians put into place minimum-wage rates, those people who have 
minimum-wage jobs do benefit, but when wages rise, many companies either lay off workers or 
refuse to hire new ones, making it difficult for unskilled workers to get much-needed job experience. 
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The House rejected Miller’s motion on 
March 15, 2013 by a vote of 184 to 233 
(Roll Call 74). We have assigned pluses to 
the nays because it is unconstitutional for 
the government to prohibit citizens from 
working for less than a government-set 
wage. 


Continuing Appropriations for 

Fiscal 2013. This appropriations bill 
(H.R. 933) would finance the federal gov- 
ernment through the end of fiscal 2013. 
Its provisions include five full-year appro- 
priations bills — Agriculture, Commerce- 
Justice-Science, Defense, Homeland Se- 
curity, and Military Construction-VA. It 
would also continue appropriations for 
the remainder of the federal government 
at 2012 levels, with certain adjustments. 
The spending includes $1.043 trillion in 
“discretionary” (non-mandatory) spending 
before sequestration. 

In general, this appropriations bill 
perpetuates the Washington spendathon 
without making the needed decisions to 
slash government spending and elimi- 
nate deficit spending — projected to be 
$973 billion for fiscal 2013 in the budget 
Obama submitted in April. 

The House agreed to this legislation on 
March 21, 2013 by a vote of 318 to 109 
(Roll Call 89). We have assigned pluses to 
the nays because passage of this mammoth 
continuing resolution provided a way for 
Congress to perpetuate its fiscally irre- 
sponsible, unconstitutional spending hab- 
its with a minimum of accountability to 
its constituents. 


Cyber Intelligence Sharing and 

Protection Act (CISPA). This legis- 
lation (H.R. 624) would further legalize the 
massive sharing of private-user online data 
by Internet companies with federal govern- 
ment agencies, such as the National Secu- 
rity Agency (NSA), that has already been 
happening for years. As Robert X. Cringely 
posted in his article “The CISPA Circus: 
Send in the Clowns” on InfoWorld.com on 
April 19, the day after the CISPA bill passed 
in the House: “The problem with CISPA is 
that in its current form it’s still vague and 
ripe for abuse. It absolves corporations of 
being responsible for what happens to the 
data they’ve collected. It allows data sharing 
with the entire federal government, not just 
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the parts responsible for ensuring our safety. 
It circumvents other laws designed to limit 
governmental access to private information. 
And it can be deployed for a wide range of 
perceived threats that have nothing to do 
with attacks on our nation’s infrastructure.” 
(Emphasis in original.) 

The House passed CISPA on April 18, 
2013 by a vote of 288 to 127 (Roll Call 
117). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the massive sharing of private 
citizens’ online data by Internet companies 
with federal government agencies autho- 
rized by this bill violates “the right of the 
people to be secure in their persons, hous- 
es, papers, and effects, against unreason- 
able searches and seizures” as set forth in 
the Fourth Amendment of the Constitution. 


ObamaCare Repeal. This legisla- 

tion (H.R. 45) would repeal the Pa- 
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act 
(Public Law 111-148) and healthcare-re- 
lated provisions in the Health Care and Ed- 
ucation Reconciliation Act of 2010 (Public 
Law 111-152), which together are known 
as “ObamaCare.” This bill would also re- 
store or revive the provisions of healthcare 
law amended or repealed by Public Laws 
111-148 and 111-152 as if these two laws 
had never been enacted. Although this vote 
could be viewed as merely symbolic be- 
cause it stood no chance of passage in the 
Senate, the upcoming ObamaCare-imple- 
mentation train-wreck could still lead to 
the ultimate repeal of ObamaCare. 

The House passed H.R. 45 on May 16, 
2013 by a vote of 229 to 195 (Roll Call 
154). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because ObamaCare is obviously uncon- 
stitutional, and it is causing healthcare 
costs to rise dramatically. 


Keystone XL Pipeline. This bill 
(H.R. 3) would declare that “no Presi- 
dential permit shall be required for the 
pipeline described in the application filed 
on May 4, 2012, by TransCanada Keystone 
Pipeline, L.P.,”’ which includes the Nebras- 
ka reroute that was evaluated and approved 
in early 2013. This bill would also deem 
that the Keystone project has already sat- 
isfied all requirements of the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 and of the 
National Historic Preservation Act. 
According to a Reuters story posted on- 
line on May 22, 2013, “The project has 
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Bureaucrats’ brass: The U.S. House voted to force the Department of Homeland Security to tell 


why it needed over a billion rounds of ammunition, by cutting off money for ammo unless an 


explanation is forthcoming. 


been hailed by the energy industry as part 
of the U.S. push toward energy indepen- 
dence. It is also supported by many unions 
because it would provide thousands of 
construction jobs. Environmentalists have 
vociferously opposed the pipeline, saying 
it would raise greenhouse gas levels and 
lock the United States into long-term de- 
pendence on fossil fuels.” 

The House passed H.R. 3 on May 22, 
2013 by a vote of 241 to 175 (Roll Call 
179). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because the federal government should 
allow entrepreneurs to develop energy 
resources, rather than deny access to the 
resources. 


Homeland Security Ammunition 

Purchases. During consideration of 
the Homeland Security appropriations bill 
(H.R. 2217), Rep. Mark Meadows (R-N.C.) 
offered an amendment specifying that “none 
of the funds made available by this Act may 
be used for entering into a new contract for 
the purposes of purchasing ammunition” 
until the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity submits a report to Congress about its 
purchase and use of ammunition. Meadows 
explained on the floor of the House that a 
recent large ammunition purchase by DHS 
was a cause for concern. “Earlier this year, 
it was reported that DHS solicited bids for 
some 1.1 billion rounds of ammunition,” 
he noted. “This was more than 10 times 
the amount that the Department purchased 
in fiscal year 2012.” Meadows added that 
the current inventory of ammunition for the 
62,618 DHS employees certified in firearms 


amounts to nearly 4,000 rounds per person. 

The House adopted Meadows’ amend- 
ment on June 5, 2013 by a vote of 234 to 
192 (Roll Call 204). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because the size of DHS 
ammunition purchases is alarming — par- 
ticularly considering that under our consti- 
tutional system domestic law enforcement 
is a local and state responsibility. 


1 Illegal Immigration. During con- 
sideration of the Homeland Secu- 
rity appropriations bill (H.R. 2217), Rep. 
Steve King (R-Iowa) offered an amend- 
ment to “prohibit the use of funds to final- 
ize, implement, administer, or enforce” the 
Obama administration policies regarding 
illegal immigrants known as prosecutorial 
discretion, which “seek to implement an 
administrative amnesty policy.” 

Rep. King went on to remark: “This is 
an amendment that prohibits the resources 
from being used to enforce [prosecuto- 
rial discretion], and it conforms with the 
Founding Fathers’ vision, and it conforms 
with the Constitution in that the President 
cannot defy his own oath of office. He can’t 
defy the Constitution. The President can’t 
take on Article I authority and legislate by 
executive order or edict or press confer- 
ence. That’s the job of this Congress. That’s 
why we are Article I. He is Article II.” 

The House adopted King’s amendment 
on June 6, 2013 by a vote of 224 to 201 
(Roll Call 208). We have assigned pluses 
to the yeas because only Congress has the 
power under the Constitution “to establish 
an uniform Rule of Naturalization.” 
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4 MeCarthy,c.(D) 0% - - - - - a a, 
5 Meeks, G. (D) WA 2 A Pe a S95 e = 2 OREGON 
6 Meng (D ) 0% - - - = = a ae 1 Bonamici (D ) AN = st =z oe #0 se 
7 Velazquez (D ) 50 a ee ere Pca cane eee ee 2 Walden (R ) 70% + - + + - _ > > & | 
8 Jeffries (D ) 200% - + - - + fs oe 3 Blumenauer (D ) 20% - + - - - + - = = = 
9 Clarke (D ) Nit ses er oa 4 DeFazio (D) 20% - - - - = + - = + - 
5 Schrader (D ) 30% - - - + + ee Woo oe 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a Rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a Rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28. 
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Votes: 1-10 12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Votes: 1-10 123 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
PENNSYLVANIA 20 Castro (D ) 10% - - - - - to - - = = 
1 Brady, R. (D ) 20% - + - - - to = 2 2 21 Smith,Lamar(R) 80% + - + + + - + + + + 
2 Fattah (D ) 20% - + - = = to - ee 22 Olson (R) 70% + - + + - a ee ee ee 
3, Kelly (R) 70% + - + + - - + +t + + 23 Gallego (D ) Of == ete see 
4 Perry (R) 70% + - + + - - + t+ + + 24 Marchant (R ) 80% + - + + - + + + + + 
5 Thompson,G.(R) 70% + - + + - - + t+ + + 25 Williams (R ) 80% + + + + - - + + oF + 
6 Gerlach (R ) Sim «= = 2 # = oo om 2 st 26 Burgess (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 
7 Meehan (R) 60% - - + + - - + + + + 27 Farenthold (R ) 70% + - + + - e gh dk gh ak 
8 Fitzpatrick (R ) 60% - - + + - - + t+ + + 28 Cuellar (D ) 20% - - - = = ce) a. ee 
9 Shuster (R ) 70% + - + + - - + +t + + 29 Green, G. (D ) 11° oe Son sane 
10 Marino (R ) GW = = 4 4 = - + + + + 30 Johnson, E. (D ) 10%. 2 4 = = «= are ne 
11 Barletta (R ) 60% - - + + - - + + + + 31 Carter (R ) GU oe we a oh wh a 
12 Rothfus (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 32 Sessions, P. (R ) 67% Fe =e OP OH Oe a eo 2 
13° Schwartz (D ) 11% ? + - =| = Seon 33 Veasey (D ) ing = LS = be i eee 
14 Doyle  ) 30% - + - - + Bos = s = 34 Vela (D) 10% - - - - - a 
15 Dent (R) 50% - - + + - a ee 35 Doggett (D ) ie = a es Ee es aor aca 
16 Pitts (R ) 70% + - + + - oe gk de 36 Stockman (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 
17 Cartwright (D ) 30% - + - - + + (2° 62 eas UTAH 
ES Murphy, EAR) Os aera aes eee 1 Bishop, R. (R) 80% + - + + - t+ + + + + 
RHODE ISLAND 2 Stewart (R ) 70% + - + + - ae oe ee 
1 Cicilline (D ) 20% - - - - + 4+ o- se 3 Chaffetz (R ) Sy th oe eee a 
2 Langevin (D ) (Mo 2 2 = = «= oe 4 Matheson (D ) 50% - - + + - 2 sf ee 
SOUTH CAROLINA VERMONT 
1 Sanford (R ) + + + + AL Welch (D ) 30% - + - - + t+ - = = = 
2 Wilson, J. (R) 70% + - + + - oe VIRGINIA 
3, Duncan, Jeff (R ) 80% + - + + - + + + + + 1 Wittman (R) 0% + - to +e be tes Se ee oe 
4 Gowdy (R) US po gas ain Rule Se 2 Rigell (R ) GO sb = ow + + + + + 
5 Mulvaney (R ) 70% + - + + - a ee ee 3 Scott, R. (D) 0% - + - - - oats ce Eo ae 
6 Clyburn (D ) 1S a es oe es 4 Forbes (R) 70% + - + + - - + + Ft + 
7 Rice (R) 70% + - + + - ae ee 5 Hurt (R) 0% 2 BLS ee be ee 
SOUTH DAKOTA 6 Goodlatte (R ) WW = ee e db od og & 
AL Noem (R ) WS sp 2 ah abs - + + + + 7 Cantor (R) 60% - - + + - - + + + + 
TENNESSEE 8 Moran, James (D ) 0% - - - - = - = ee 
1 Roe (R) 70% + - + + = - + t+ + + 9 Griffith (R) 70% + - + + - ae ea 
2 Duncan,John(R) 90% + + + + + - + Ft + + 10 Wolf (R) 2) ae ee se ea 
3, Fleischmann (R ) 70% + - + + - a ee 11 Connolly (D ) 10% - - - = + Sa 
4 DesjJarlais (R ) 90% + + + + + - bot + + WASHINGTON 
5 Cooper (D ) 20% + - - - = a 1 DelBene (D ) 10% - - - - - t+ - - = =| 
6 Black, D. (R) Gis 2 =» #& & = = dk dk oe 2 Larsen, R. (D ) 10% = e+ * 2 = Seo i en ie 
7 Blackburn,M.(R) 78% + - + + - Pot + + 4 3 Herrera Beutler (R) 78% - + + + - + + 2 + + 
8 Fincher (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + 4 Hastings, D. (R ) 70% + - + + + - + + - + 
9 Cohen (D) 30% - + - - + t+ o- - 5 McMorris Rodgers (R)70% + - + + - ee ee 
TEXAS 6 Kilmer (D ) 10% - - - - - a 
1 Gohmert (R ) IO Bw od dk dk 7 McDermott (D ) BS. 2 ap RE ig ae ee 
2 Poe (R) 20% + + + + - Er ae eee 8 Reichert (R ) 60% - - + + - - + + + + 
3, Johnson, S. (R ) GM 2 = a 4 = a dh ek 9 Smith, Adam (D ) Seas ee pee a ees 
4 Hall (R) 90% + - + + + + + + + + 10 Heck, D. (D ) (6 = ee 8 i 
5 Hensarling (R ) 70% + - + + - - + + + + WEST VIRGINIA 
6 Barton (R) 70% + - + + - - t+ + + + 1 McKinley (R) (0% 2 = & & = - &§ & & a 
7 Culberson (R ) 60% - - + + - - + + + + 2 Capito (R) 60% - - + + - oe. ee ae ae 
8 Brady, K. (R) 70% + - + + - - + ot + + 3 Rahall (D ) RW) a eo oe 8 oe 
9 Green, A. (D) 10% - - - - - a WISCONSIN 
10 McCaul (R ) 70% + - + + | -_ + tb be + 1 Ryan, P (R) 70% + - + 4 oe Rk 
11 Conaway (R ) 70% + - + + - o dh oh gh tk 2 Pocan (D) Ayaneudss af ee SS ae 
12 Granger (R ) 70% + - + + - ee ee ee 3 Kind (D) 0% - - - - - — of on ne 
13. Thornberry (R ) 70% + - + + - ee 4 Moore (D ) We 4 & o ee a eee Ee 
14 Weber (R) 70% + - + + - ae a en 5 Sensenbrenner(R) 90% + + + + - ee a oe 
15 Hinojosa (D ) 20% - - - - = OS ab oe 6 Petri (R) Nie eb ce a ee ee 
16 O'Rourke (D ) 10% - - - - = to - = = = 7 Duffy (R) 67% + - + + - - 2? + + + 
17 Flores (R) 70% + - + + - - + t+ + + 8 Ribble (R) Wm A 6 ss ah ate HE, ie ate 
18 Jackson Lee (D ) 33% 2 + - - + ee es 
19 Neugebauer (R ) 80% + + + + - - + + + + WYOMING 
AL Lummis (R ) 80% + - + + + - + + + + 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a Rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a Rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 24, 26, and 28. 
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Math and wishful thinking: Even though there aren’t enough “rich” people in our country to tax 
to balance our budget and U.S. deficit spending will eventually lead to a currency crash, senators 
overwhelmingly voted to reject Rand Paul’s amendment to balance the budget in five years. 


Disaster Supplemental (Super- 

storm Sandy). This bill (H.R. 152) 
would appropriate $50.5 billion in emer- 
gency supplemental funding for communi- 
ties hit by Superstorm Sandy. (See House 
vote #1 for further information on this 
legislation.) 

The Senate passed H.R. 152 on January 
28, 2013 by a vote of 62 to 36 (Roll Call 
4). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because federally financing disaster relief 
is unconstitutional. 


Short-term Debt Limit Increase. 
This bill (H.R. 325), voted on in Janu- 
ary 2013, would suspend the public debt 
limit through May 18, 2013 and in effect 
allow the Treasury Department to bor- 
row as much as it needs in order to pay its 
bills over the next four months: February, 
March, April, and May. (See House vote #2 
for further information on this legislation.) 
The Senate passed H.R. 325 on January 
31, 2013 by a vote of 64 to 34 (Roll Call 
11). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the federal government should 
live within its means and because most of 
the spending responsible for the balloon- 
ing national debt is unconstitutional. 


Keystone XL Pipeline. During con- 


sideration of the budget resolution 
(Senate Concurrent Resolution 8), Sen. 
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John Hoeven (R-N.D.) offered an amend- 
ment that would “establish a deficit-neu- 
tral reserve fund to promote investment 
and job growth in United States manufac- 
turing, oil and gas production, and refin- 
ing sectors through the construction of the 
Keystone XL Pipeline.” 

According to a Reuters story posted 
online on March 22, 2013, “The Sen- 
ate easily passed on Friday a symbolic 
measure approving the Canada to Texas 
Keystone XL oil pipeline, a move back- 
ers said showed strong support for a bill 
that would give Congress power to green 
light the project later in the year.... It was 
symbolic because the budget is a blueprint 
that will not become law.” (See House vote 
#8 for information on similar legislation.) 

The Senate adopted Hoeven’s amend- 
ment on March 22, 2013 by a vote of 62 to 
37 (Roll Call 61). We have assigned pluses 
to the yeas because the federal government 
should allow entrepreneurs to develop en- 
ergy resources, rather than deny access. 


Balanced Budget Resolution. Sen. 

Rand Paul (R-Ky.) offered a substitute 
amendment with a replacement budget 
(Amendment 263) to the budget resolu- 
tion (Senate Concurrent Resolution 8). The 
amendment called for a balanced budget 
in five years with no revenue increases. As 
Paul said, “This budget is called the Revi- 


talize America Budget. It reforms and saves 
Social Security and Medicare, making 
them solvent for 75 years; it creates mil- 
lions of jobs by letting taxpayers keep an 
additional $600 billion of their income; it 
repeals ObamaCare; and it requires Con- 
gress to vote to approve or disapprove all 
major regulations. Our ever-expanding 
debt is costing us millions of jobs a year. 
It is time to stop burying our kids in debt.” 

Paul’s proposed budget would also 
have eliminated the Commerce, Housing 
and Urban Development, Education, and 
Energy departments. A tax code overhaul 
that would eliminate the estate and capital 
gains taxes and switch to a flat tax system 
was also included. 

The Senate rejected Paul’s substitute 
amendment on March 22, 2013 by a vote 
of 18 to 81 (Roll Call 69). We have as- 
signed pluses to the yeas because any re- 
duction of unconstitutional federal agen- 
cies and massive amounts of debt-laden, 
unconstitutional federal spending, without 
revenue increases, is desirable. 


UN Arms Trade Treaty. During con- 

sideration of the budget resolution 
(Senate Concurrent Resolution 8), Sen. 
Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) offered an amend- 
ment to “uphold Second Amendment 
rights and prevent the United States from 
entering into the United Nations Arms 
Trade Treaty.” As firearms researcher John 
Lott pointed out in “Buyers, beware: UN 
Arms Trade Treaty will regulate individual 
gun ownership,” posted on FoxNews.com: 
“Unsurprisingly, the U.N. treaty provi- 
sions are the long-time favorites of Amer- 
ican gun control advocates: registration 
and licensing of guns and ammunition, 
along with restrictions on the private gun 
transfers.” Although Inhofe’s amendment 
is non-binding, it provides encouragement 
that if and when the UN Arms Trade Trea- 
ty is brought to the Senate floor for a vote, 
there will not be the necessary two-thirds 
majority required for ratification. 

The Senate adopted Inhofe’s amend- 
ment on March 23, 2013 by a vote of 53 to 
46 (Roll Call 91). We have assigned pluses 
to the yeas because a UN treaty that in- 
fringes on the Second Amendment of the 
Constitution should not be ratified. 
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Senate Vote Scores VY 


Votes: 1-10 1203 45 #6 7 8 910 Votes: 1-10 12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ALABAMA MAINE 

Shelby (R ) 60% + Collins (R ) 40% - - - 

Sessions, J. (R ) 80% + King, A. (I) 22% ? - - 
ALASKA MARYLAND 

Murkowski (R ) 67% ? Mikulski (D ) 10% - - = 

Begich (D ) 63% ? Cardin (D ) 10% - - : 
ARIZONA MASSACHUSETTS 

McCain (R ) 56% ? Warren (D ) 0% +- - - 

Flake (R ) 100% + Cowan (D ) 0% - 
ARKANSAS MICHIGAN 

Pryor (D ) 40% - Levin, C. (D ) 0% - - - 

Boozman (R ) 60% - Stabenow (D ) 0% +- - - 
CALIFORNIA MINNESOTA 

Feinstein (D ) 10% - Klobuchar (D ) 0% +- - - 

Boxer (D ) 10% - Franken (D ) 0% - - - 
COLORADO MISSISSIPPI 

Udall, Mark (D ) 11% ? Cochran (R ) 40% - - - 

Bennet (D ) 30% - Wicker (R ) 40% - - - 
CONNECTICUT MISSOURI 

Blumenthal (D ) 10% - McCaskill (D ) 10% - - - 

Murphy, C. (D ) 10% - Blunt (R ) 50% + - - 
DELAWARE MONTANA 

Carper (D ) 10% - Baucus, M. (D ) 40% - - - 

Coons (D ) 10% - Tester (D ) 60% - - - 
FLORIDA NEBRASKA 

Nelson (D ) 10% - Johanns (R ) 60% + + - 

Rubio (R ) 80% + Fischer (R ) 60% + + - 
GEORGIA NEVADA 

Chambliss (R ) 60% . Reid, H. (D ) 10% - - - 

Isakson (R ) 60% = Heller (R ) 60% - - 7 
HAWAIT NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Schatz (D ) 10% - Shaheen (D ) 10% - - - 

Hirono (D ) 10% - Ayotte (R ) 70% + - + 
IDAHO NEW JERSEY 

Crapo (R ) 90% + Menendez (D ) 0% +- - - 

Risch (R ) 90% + Chiesa (R ) - 
ILLINOIS NEW MEXICO 

Durbin (D ) 0% - Udall, T. (D ) 20% -  - - 

Kirk (R ) 60% + Heinrich (D ) 30% - - - 
INDIANA NEW YORK 

Coats (R ) 60% - Schumer (D ) 10% - - - 

Donnelly (D ) 40% - Gillibrand (D ) 0% +- - - 
IOWA NORTH CAROLINA 

Grassley (R ) 70% - Burr (R ) 60% + + - 

Harkin (D ) 0% - Hagan (D ) 40% - - - 
KANSAS NORTH DAKOTA 

Roberts (R ) 80% + Hoeven (R ) 40% - - - 

Moran, Jerry (R ) 78% - Heitkamp (D ) 40% - - - 
KENTUCKY OHIO 

McConnell (R ) 90% + Brown, Sherrod (D ) 0% +- - - 

Paul (R ) 89% ? Portman (R ) 70% + + * 
LOUISIANA OKLAHOMA 

Landrieu, M. (D ) 30% - Inhofe (R ) 90% + + + 

Vitter (R ) 70% - Coburn (R ) 90% + + + 
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113th CONGRESS, Votes 1-10 


Freedom Index 


Votes: 1-10 7 8 9 10 Votes: 1-10 

OREGON UTAH 

Wyden (D ) 20% + + Hatch (R ) 80% 

Merkley (D ) 20% + - Lee, M. (R ) 90% 
PENNSYLVANIA VERMONT 

Casey (D ) 10% Leahy (D ) 10% 

Toomey (R ) 80% + + + Sanders (I ) 10% 
RHODE ISLAND VIRGINIA 

Reed, J. (D ) 20% + + Warner (D ) 33% 

Whitehouse (D ) 20% + + Kaine (D ) 0% 
SOUTH CAROLINA WASHINGTON 

Graham (R ) 50% t+ - + = Murray (D ) 13% 

Scott, T. (R ) 90% + + + Cantwell (D ) 10% 
SOUTH DAKOTA WEST VIRGINIA 

Johnson, Tim (D ) 20% Rockefeller (D ) 10% 

Thune (R ) 60% Boe 2 # Manchin (D ) 67% 
TENNESSEE WISCONSIN 

Alexander, L. (R ) 50% to- = = Johnson, R. (R ) 90% 

Corker (R ) 70% + + Baldwin (D ) 0% 
TEXAS WYOMING 

Cornyn (R ) 89% + ? + Enzi (R ) 80% 

Cruz (R ) 90% + + + Barrasso (R ) 90% 


12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
+o + + + + + + + 
t+ + + + + + + + 
$ 
- - -  - + 
+ + + ? 
yo + 
- + 
- + 
t+ + - + + + + ? 
t+ + + + + + + + + 
t+ + + + + + + + 
t+ + + + + + + + + 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a Senator did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If he cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to Senate vote descriptions on pages 31, 33, and 34. 


6 “Assault Weapons” Ban. During 

consideration of gun control legisla- 
tion (S. 649), Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D- 
Calif.) offered an amendment that would 
ban the future manufacture, import, sale, 
transfer, or possession of certain semi-au- 
tomatic firearms considered to be “assault 
weapons.” 

According to an article by Tim Brown 
entitled “Dianne Feinstein’s Assault Weap- 
ons Ban Defeated,” posted on freedomout- 
post.com on April 17, 2013, “The legisla- 
tion that would have banned the sale of 157 
different semi-automatic weapons, includ- 
ing handguns and even shotguns, along 
with high capacity magazines has come to 
its much deserved end. This bill was similar 
but even more expansive than her previous 
gun ban bill that was passed in 1994 and 
signed into law by Bill Clinton.” 

The Senate rejected Feinstein’s amend- 
ment on April 17, 2013 by a vote of 40 to 
60 (Roll Call 101). We have assigned plus- 
es to the nays because banning firearms 
from law-abiding citizens is a clear vio- 
lation of the Constitution — the Second 
Amendment guarantees that our “right to 
keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.” 


High-capacity Clip Ban. During 


consideration of gun-control legisla- 
tion (S. 649), Sen. Richard Blumenthal (D- 
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Conn.) offered an amendment on behalf of 
Sen. Frank Lautenberg that would ban the 
future manufacture, import, sale, transfer, 
or possession of ammunition clips holding 
more than 10 rounds, with exemptions for 
law-enforcement officials. 

During the floor debate on this amend- 
ment, Senator Chuck Grassley (R-Iowa) 
made these remarks, “Mr. President, I op- 
pose the amendment. In 2004, we 
had a study by the Department of 
Justice, which is the last time we 
had the large-capacity magazine 
banned. It found no evidence 
banning such magazines has led 
to a reduction in gun violence. 
The study also concluded it is 
not clear how often the outcomes 
of the gun attack depend on the 
ability of offenders to fire more 
than 10 shots without reloading. 
The report found no evidence 
more people would be alive if 
a magazine over 10 rounds was 
banned. Secondly, there is no ev- 
idence banning these magazines 
has reduced the deaths from gun 
crimes. In fact, when the previ- 
ous ban was in effect, a higher 
percentage of gun crime victims 
were killed or wounded than be- 
fore it was adopted.” 


The Senate rejected Blumenthal’s 
amendment on April 17, 2013 by a vote of 
46 to 54 (Roll Call 103). We have assigned 
pluses to the nays because banning high- 
capacity ammunition clips for law-abiding 
citizens is a clear violation of the Constitu- 
tion — the Second Amendment guarantees 
that our “right to keep and bear arms shall 
not be infringed.” 


So much for science: Assault weapons bans do no good. 
In fact, both the CDC and National Academy of Sciences 
have performed in-depth studies showing that no gun 
control laws decrease killings. 
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8 Internet Sales Tax. This bill (S. 

743) would allow states to require 
out-of-state retailers with annual online 
sales that exceed $1 million to collect 
sales taxes on items delivered to the 
state. States would have to simplify how 
they collect and audit their sales taxes, 
and provide free software to retailers to 
calculate the taxes owed. States would 
not be allowed to impose different sales 
tax requirements on out-of-state online 
sellers from those required of in-state 
retailers. 

The Senate passed S. 743 on May 
6, 2013 by a vote of 69 to 27 (Roll 
Call 113). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because the Internet sales 
tax would essentially be a tax on in- 
terstate commerce, which is uncon- 
stitutional according to Article I Sec- 
tion 9: “No Tax or Duty shall be laid 
on Articles exported from any State.” 
Furthermore, requiring online retailers 
to collect sales taxes from numerous 
states would pose onerous burdens to 
small businesses and hinder economic 
growth. 
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Product Labeling for Genetically 

Modified Food. During consider- 
ation of the Farm Bill (S. 954), Sen. Ber- 
nie Sanders (I-Vt.) offered an amendment 
(Amendment 965) to allow states to require 
that any food, beverage, or other edible 
product have a label indicating that it con- 
tains a genetically engineered ingredient, 
such as pesticide-resistant plants. 

Sen. Sanders remarked during consider- 
ation of his amendment: “This is a pretty 
simple issue, and the issue is do the Ameri- 
can people have a right to know what they are 
eating, what is in the food they are ingesting 
and what their kids are eating.... What this 
amendment does is very simple. It basically 
says States that choose to go forward on this 
issue do have the right. It is not condemning 
GMOs or anything else. It is simply saying 
that States have the right to go forward.” 

The Senate rejected Sanders’ amend- 
ment on May 23, 2013 by a vote of 27 
to 71 (Roll Call 135). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because the federal gov- 
ernment does not have the constitutional 
authority to prevent states from enacting 
their own product-labeling requirements. 


1 Food and Farm Programs. The 

farm bill (S. 954) would authorize 
federal farm and food programs through 
fiscal 2018. It would also replace direct 
payments to farmers with a new “adverse 
market payments” program that would 
provide subsidies when prices fall below a 
historic reference. The Congressional Bud- 
get Office estimates that the total cost of S. 
954 would be $955 billion for the 10-year 
period 2014-2023. This legislation is gener- 
ally referred to as the farm bill, but most of 
the spending is for SNAP (formerly known 
as food stamps) and other “nutrition” pro- 
grams in the bill. CBO estimates that the 
nutrition programs would cost $760 billion 
over 10 years, compared to $41.4 billion for 
farm commodity programs. 

The Senate passed the farm bill on June 
10, 2013 by a vote of 66 to 27 (Roll Call 
145). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because both federal food and farm sub- 
sidies are unconstitutional. Though the 
CBO estimates that S. 954 would cost $18 
billion less over 10 years than under cur- 
rent law, this reduction would only be 1.9 
percent of projected spending. Mi 


SHIPPING SUPPLY SPECIALISTS 


ORDER BY 6 PM FOR SAME DAY SHIPPING 


CORRUGATED BOXES 
STRETCH WRAP 
LABELS 

JANITORIAL 


CARTON SEALING TAPE 
BUBBLE CUSHIONING 
MATERIAL HANDLING 
RETAIL 


CALL FOR YOUR FREE 506-PAGE CATALOG 
1-800-295-5510 uline.com 


Fires Destroy; 
Communities Rebuild 


It is often difficult to find comfort and se- 
curity after a fire destroys homes and dev- 
astates families. But communities across 
the country are proving that generosity 
prevails in even the most difficult times. 

Last Thanksgiving, for example, the 
Walker family of Kansas City, Kansas, 
was devastated by a fire that destroyed 
their home, business, and all of their pos- 
sessions. “When I looked back and saw 
my house, it just (did) something to me. 
I normally don’t bawl a lot, but it started 
something for me. I started crying. I just 
couldn’t control it,’ homeowner Luther 
Walker comfortably recalled from his new 
home six months later. 

Despite having lost everything in the 
fire, the family felt blessed that none of 
them was injured, despite having been 
inside the home when the fire broke out. 
“That is a blessing, and that is the main 
thing,” said Walker. “We have our lives 
and our health and we got our dog.” 

Still, the family was without a home 
and without a means to earn an income. 
The home was over 100 years old, and was 
where their concrete business had been 
based. The family had no idea where to 
begin. But neighbors, friends, colleagues, 
and strangers soon intervened, offer- 
ing clothing, food, and shelter, reported 
KCTV5.com. And Kansas Senator David 
Haley helped the family by creating a fund 
for donations at Liberty Bank. 

“It’s just so hard, because I never ask 
for help,’ Walker explained. “In my life, I 
always work for myself, took care of my 
business. I’ve never been on assistance.” 
But Walker was moved by the show of 
help from the good people of his commu- 
nity. “It was just something to see when 
you see people that you don’t even know 
help you when you need it the most. I have 
never been one to ask for help,” he said. 

A similar story comes out of Kenosha, 
Wisconsin. The Kuhart family’s home had 
been destroyed in April by a deadly fire that 
took the life of the family’s grandmother. 

A nearby tavern, Bene’s Club, instantly 
went to work organizing donations for the 
family. And the outpouring of generosity 
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was overwhelming. “The bartenders are 
amazed,” said Bob Kavalauskas, owner of 
Bene’s Club on 63rd Street. “We’re getting 
so many phone calls the phone’s been off 
the hook all day today.” 

TMJ4.com reported, “Neighbors have 
filled the bar’s back room with clothes, 
housewares, and toys for when the Ku- 
harts find a new place to live.” The show 
of help has been so massive that Bene’s 
Club is running out of room. But a local 
businessman has offered storage space to 
hold the items. 

Kavalauskas noted that it is uncertain 
when the Kuharts will find a new home, 
but is hopeful that the donations will make 
the transition “a lot easier.” 


Neighbors to the Rescue 


An accident nearly cost a Moundville, Ne- 
vada, man his life, and would have if not for 
the intervention of some caring neighbors. 

David Daniels was driving his farm 
truck across a bridge over a creek to check 
on his cows when his vehicle stopped. 

He called his neighbor Kenny Brun- 
dridge, who lived approximately three miles 
away, for some assistance with the truck. 

The men decided to hook a chain to 
Daniels’ truck and haul it. Daniels crawled 
under the truck to hook the chain while 
Brundridge remained inside the vehicle. 

After a few moments, Brundridge de- 
cided to check on Daniels, but Daniels 
was nowhere to be found. Then he no- 
ticed Daniels unconscious in the creek. 
“He wasn’t breathing when I pulled him 
out,” said Brundridge, who called a neigh- 
bor and asked him to call an ambulance. 
That neighbor, however, was so concerned 
about Daniels that he called upon another 
neighbor to call the ambulance while he 
went to the scene himself to help. 

Meanwhile, Brundridge performed 
CPR on Daniels and within seconds was 
able to get him breathing, even though 
Brundridge had never received formal 
CPR training. While he worked, three 
other neighbors arrived to offer their help, 
followed by the ambulance. 

At the hospital, doctors revealed that 
Daniels’ potassium had been low and his 
blood sugar high, likely resulting in a 
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fainting spell that landed him in the creek. 
He stayed in the hospital for a few days 
until his levels were returned to normal. 
Daniels and his family are grateful for 
the efforts of all his neighbors. 
But Brundridge humbly remarked, “I 
know you’d have done it for me.” 


Gift of Life 


Richard Newbert, a Middletown, Pennsyl- 
vania, resident, is being celebrated for an 
incredible feat. He has donated blood over 
400 times in his lifetime. 

Phillyburbs.com reported, “Donating 
blood quickly became a habit for Newbert 
— as well as his wife, Debbie. As of early 
May, Debbie had donated 327 times dur- 
ing her lifetime, and Richard had donated 
427 times.” 

And Newbert has nearly a dozen more 
donations scheduled for the remainder of 
the year. 

Newbert indicated that he was inspired 
to give blood by his father, who had to do- 
nate blood to Newbert when he was just 
one month old to keep him alive. 

Newbert began by donating whole 
blood, but has moved to donating platelets, 
white blood cells, and plasma. 

“The donations help] patients who re- 
ceive cancer treatment as well as many who 
suffer from bleeding disorders. His dona- 
tions are essential to their survival,’ said 
Wendy Vara of the American Red Cross. 

The American Red Cross of Southeast- 
ern Pennsylvania is honoring Newbert 
with a Give Life Award for his generosity. 

But for Newbert, it was never about the 
honor. “I’m a little embarrassed. I don’t do 
it for any recognition, but possibly some- 
one else can be motivated to give blood. 
Maybe they will say, ‘If he can do it, Ican 
do it,’”” Newbert said. 

Newbert’s donations have produced ap- 
proximately 500 platelet products used to 
treat critically ill patients, according to 
Vara. “Dick is an exemplary steward of 
the local blood supply and an outstanding 
American Red Cross volunteer,” Vara said. 

But Newbert just sees it as his “own 
little way” of contributing to the world: “I 
am not expecting anything in return.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Eddie Rickenbacker: 


From Flying Ace to Patriot-entrepreneur 


America’s top flying ace of WWI, Eddie Rickenbacker, stood up for American ideals, 
which he exemplified through his military service and his business endeavors. 


by Warren Mass 


ost of us have enjoyed the adven- 
M tures of Snoopy engaged in aerial 

combat against the Red Baron in 
the Peanuts comic strip created by Charles 
Schulz. The cartoon character “Red Baron,” 
of course, is adapted from the real-life Red 
Baron, a.k.a. Manfred von Richthofen, a 
World War I German fighter pilot. 

Though Canadian RAF pilot Arthur Roy 
Brown was credited with shooting down the 
Red Baron, Snoopy’s imaginary role could 
just as easily have been based on America’s 
top flying ace of the war — Captain Eddie 
Rickenbacker. Rickenbacker never person- 
ally engaged in a dogfight with Richthofen, 
but he flew with the 94th Aero Squadron 
(the “Hat in the Ring” squadron), which 
occasionally encountered the Red Baron’s 
famed “Flying Circus.” 
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Rickenbacker’s accomplishments also 
exceeded Brown’s, as he was credited with 
26 aerial victories to Brown’s 10. 

If he had accomplished nothing more 
than being his nation’s leading ace in 
World War I (for which he was belatedly 
awarded the Medal of Honor in 1931 by 
President Herbert Hoover), Rickenbacker 
would have earned a solid place in history. 
But that accomplishment was but one of 
many in the fascinating life of a dedicated 
American patriot. 


The Early Years 

Edward Rickenbacker was one of eight 
children born to Swiss immigrant parents in 
Columbus, Ohio, in 1890. His love of fly- 
ing began when a barnstormer named Roy 
Knabenshue came to Columbus with his 
dirigible. In his first attempt at flight, Rick- 
enbacker — about 13 years old — attached 


a very large umbrella to a bicycle and rode 
it off a barn roof. When the umbrella turned 
inside-out, he crashed into the pile of sand 
he had fortunately gathered beneath the 
barn, stunning himself and demolishing 
the bike. He wrote: “And so ended Eddie 
Rickenbacker’s first flight.” 

In 1904, when Eddie was just 13 years 
old, his father was killed in a construc- 
tion accident. Determined to help support 
his family, Eddie took a job at a neigh- 
borhood glass factory working 12-hour, 
overnight shifts six nights a week for just 
$3.50 a week. 

Young Rickenbacker was fascinated 
by machines. He made a favorable im- 
pression on Lee Frayer, head of the tiny 
Frayer-Miller automobile company, who 
hired him as a helper and then promoted 
him to the engineering department. 

Frayer decided to enter the first 500-mile 
race at the new Indianapolis Speedway in 
1911, with him and Eddie taking turns at 
the wheel. They finished 11th, with an av- 
erage speed of 74.59 miles per hour. 

After the United States declared war on 
Germany on April 6, 1917, Rickenbacker, 
hoping to be among the first to go into the 
fight, volunteered to be a driver for the 
U.S. Army. After Eddie stopped to clear a 
clogged carburetor on a staff car assigned to 
then-Colonel William “Billy” Mitchell, the 
future general and air pioneer frequently 
requested that Rickenbacker drive for him. 

Mitchell agreed to help Rickenbacker 
become a pilot in WWI. After completing 
his flight instruction, Rickenbacker be- 
came part of the 94th Aero Pursuit Squad- 
ron, the first aerial unit to be composed en- 
tirely of Americans. Rickenbacker became 
the commander of the 94th, and after his 
seventh victory, personally shooting down 
seven enemy planes, was designated as 
“American Ace of Aces.” He eventually 
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scored 26 victories; his last was on Octo- 
ber 30, 1918, just 12 days before the armi- 
stice that ended the war on November 11. 

Coming home a hero in 1919, Ricken- 
backer was besieged by scores of promot- 
ers who sought the endorsement of the 
“American Ace of Aces” for every type of 
enterprise, all offering him huge sums of 
money to obtain his endorsement of their 
products. He refused all of them because 
he considered his military service to be a 
patriotic duty. 

After completing a tour to promote Lib- 
erty Bonds during his first year back home, 
Rickenbacker pursued one of his long- 
held aspirations — building an automobile 
of his own design. The first Rickenbacker 
automobiles were shown at the New York 
Automobile Show of 1922. Their motto 
was: “A Car Worthy of Its Name.” 

The company sold 50,000 cars during 
its first two years. For the first time in his 
life, Rickenbacker felt he was financially 
secure enough to consider marriage. He 
revived an acquaintance with a woman 
he had met several years earlier, Adelaide 
Frost Durant. Romance blossomed, and 
they were married on September 16, 1922. 
They adopted two sons: David, born in 
1925, and William, born in 1928. 

In 1924, the Rickenbacker company 
introduced four-wheel brakes. Racing 
veteran Rickenbacker was convinced of 
their superiority; however, the big au- 
tomobile manufacturers had millions of 
dollars invested in two-wheel brake cars 
and launched major campaigns attacking 
four-wheel brakes, labeling them “un- 
safe.” Though their claims were spuri- 
ous, the public believed them, and sales 
of Rickenbacker automobiles plummeted. 
Rickenbacker resigned from the doomed 
company in 1926, and it went out of busi- 
ness a year later. 

Finding himself unemployed and a 
quarter of a million dollars in debt, Rick- 
enbacker sought to enter another business. 
One of the four original partners in the In- 
dianapolis Speedway, Arthur C. Newby, 
offered to sell the speedway to him for 
$700,000. The president of Union Guard- 
ian Trust Company of Detroit, Frank Blair, 
had great confidence in Rickenbacker and 
offered to provide financing for the new 
venture. Rickenbacker assumed control of 
the speedway on November |, 1927 and 
operated it until the 1941 Memorial Day 
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race, after which he closed 
down the track to conserve 
materials needed as the 
United States ramped up 
production of war mate- 
rials. When the war was 
over, he was consumed by 
other obligations and he 
sold it. 

Though he had a per- 
sonal financial and nostalgic interest in 
running the speedway, Rickenbacker re- 
ceived more gratification from the fact 
that, by means of the Indianapolis 500, 
“we were enabling the automotive and 
allied industries to make great strides in 
their art.” 

During his travels across America, 
Rickenbacker promoted his first love — 
aviation — during his talks. He recalled: 
“Tn about 25 major cities, I was directly re- 
sponsible in convincing the city fathers to 
buy land for the development of airports; 
I picked the sites in many cities.” 

Rickenbacker took a job with General 
Motors in 1928; the following year GM 
took over the Fokker Aircraft Company 
and offered Rickenbacker a position as 
vice-president of sales, in addition to re- 
taining control of the speedway. Even 
though he would have moved up higher in 
the company by staying with the Cadillac 
division, he wrote: “I never even thought 
of it. Aviation was where I wanted to be.” 


At the Helm of Eastern Airlines 
In 1933, Rickenbacker convinced GM 
executives to purchase North American 


— Run-up to war: The Indianapolis 500 race pictured 
here was run on May 30, 1941. After the race, with 
__ war on the horizon, Rickenbacker decided to close 
eeere track to conserve materials for the military. 
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Rickenbacker took Eastern from losing 


$1,500,000 in 1934 to making $38,000 


in 1935, his first full year on the job. The 
following year, he borrowed $3.5 million and 
bought Eastern. 


Aviation — an airplane manufacturer and 
holding company, which would later pro- 
duce the vaunted P-51 Mustang fighter 
plane — and he was afterwards made a 
vice president of that company. The fol- 
lowing year, new regulations imposed by 
the Roosevelt administration required air- 
craft manufacturers to divest themselves 
of financial interest in airlines. Since East- 
ern Airlines, one of the airlines divested 
by North American Aviation, was in bad 
financial shape, its assistant treasurer, Er- 
nest R. Breech, asked Rickenbacker to run 
the company. 

Rickenbacker’s free-market philosophy 
was evident in his recollections about his 
decision to accept the top job at Eastern: 


When I took over the general man- 
agement of Eastern, I told the board 
of directors that I was going to op- 
erate an airline as a free-enterprise 
company or that I would not operate 
it at all. One of my first duties, there- 
fore, was to inform the United States 
government that we did not want any 
more of the taxpayers’ money. East- 
ern was the first airline to operate 
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He survived, again: Shown are two of the three rafts that carried Rickenbacke 


at 
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r, Capt. William Cherry, and six others while adrift for three weeks 


after their plane ditched in the Pacific in 1942 (left), and Capt. Eddie Rickenbacker, weak after 22 days with little food or water, as he is supported by 
an Army colonel and a Navy air rescue crewman at a South Pacific base. 


without a subsidy from the Federal 
government, and for many years it 
was the only airline to do so. 


Rickenbacker took Eastern from losing 
$1,500,000 in 1934 to making $38,000 in 
1935, his first full year on the job. The fol- 
lowing year, he borrowed $3.5 million and 
bought Eastern. 

It was Rickenbacker’s philosophy that 
he could not solve the airline’s problems 
sitting at his desk. He went out into the 
field, met his employees, and learned 
firsthand every detail of the company’s 
operations. He recalled: “I never boarded 
a plane or visited a company operation 
without introducing myself to those I had 
not already met, visiting with my people, 
listening to their problems and suggestions 
and in general constantly keeping my eyes 
and ears open.” 

It was probably this philosophy that 
caused a fortuitous meeting between this 
writer’s father and Rickenbacker in 1960. 
My father, a young construction worker 


len managed to survive after that 
ing rainwater and occasionally 


ag fish. But dehydration, near- 
, and exposure plunged them 


death. 
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at the time, was working on a project at 
the Eastern Airlines building in New York. 
Rickenbacker, still Eastern’s chairman of 
the board, came around, introduced him- 
self to the construction workers, and in- 
vited a group of them back to his office. 
My father, knowing of my long interest in 
aviation and aviators, asked Rickenbacker 
for his autograph for his son and the fa- 
mous airman responded by taking a copy 
of his book, Seven Came Through, off the 
shelf. He inscribed it with a personal mes- 
sage for me. After that, he stood alongside 
Charles Lindbergh in my young eyes as a 
hero worthy of emulation. 

Eastern’s business thrived under Rick- 
enbacker’s leadership. By 1940, Eastern 
was serving 80 percent of the population 
east of the Mississippi. From 1934-1940, 
total plane miles flown more than quad- 
rupled and the number of employees in- 
creased from 473 to almost 2,000. 


Rickenbacker and Roosevelt 
Rickenbacker wrote in his autobiography: 


At that time, in January 
1934, I had no great love 
for Franklin D. Roosevelt. 
I had supported him for 
the Presidency in 1932, 
believing ... that his plat- 
form, which to me seemed 
sound and conservative, 
was what the country 


needed. No sooner had he taken of- 
fice, however, than he had made a 
complete 180-degree turn and taken 
off in the other direction toward lib- 
eralism and socialism. I no longer 
supported him, but I did not believe 
he would go so far as to cancel the 
airmail contracts. 


FDR’s socialist programs were bad enough 
for a free-enterprise advocate like Ricken- 
backer, but as an aviation professional, he 
found the president’s decision to issue an 
executive order in 1934 transferring air- 
mail delivery from private enterprise to the 
Army Air Corps unforgivable. 

The decision proved to be disastrous. 
During the times when the Air Corps car- 
ried the mail, 66 accidents resulted in 12 
crew deaths, creating an intense public 
furor, prompting the government to return 
mail service to the commercial airlines. 


Rickenbacker's Escapes From Death 

Though Rickenbacker had many brushes 
with death during aerial combat during 
World War I, civilian flying would prove 
even more hazardous to him. On Febru- 
ary 26, 1941, Rickenbacker was aboard 
an Eastern Airlines DC-3 that crashed 
near Atlanta. Though critically injured, he 
did his best to console other injured pas- 
sengers trapped in the wreckage around 
him. So severe were his injuries — broken 
bones from head to knee and an eyeball 
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coming out of its socket — that hospital 
physicians thought he was dead on arrival 
and told their assistants to leave him and 
“take care of the live ones”! 

It took months of hospital treatment 
and home recovery before all of Rick- 
enbacker’s broken bones and damaged 
nerves were mended and his eyesight re- 
turned to normal. 

October 20, 1942 began another life- 
threatening episode in this aviation vet- 
eran’s life. Rickenbacker was aboard a 
B-17D Flying Fortress to begin an assess- 
ment tour of the Pacific theatre of World 
War II and also to personally deliver a se- 
cret message from Secretary of Defense 
Henry L. Stimson to Pacific Commanding 
General Douglas MacArthur. 

The aircraft drifted far off course and 
missed its refueling destination, tiny Can- 
ton Island. About to run out of fuel, the 
pilot, Capt. William T. Cherry, Jr., ditched 
the plane in the Pacific, and the eight men 
aboard scrambled aboard three small life 
rafts. Unfortunately, they had left their 
food rations and water behind and had 
only four oranges among them. Their ra- 
tion was one section of orange per man, 
every other day! 

Though Cherry was in command of the 
group, Rickenbacker, because of his per- 
sonal fortitude and the respect he inspired 
as a veteran flying ace, assumed a key role 
in bolstering the men’s will to survive. 
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Rickenbacker regarded spirituality as 
essential to maintaining the will to live, 
recalling: “My religion had always been a 
quiet, personal thing. I had not worshipped 
formally since Sunday-school days. Now, 
for the first time in all those years, I realized 
that I should share my faith with others and 
help them to find strength through God.” 

This belief caused Rickenbacker to in- 
sist that the men (including two atheists 
among them) engage in prayer services 
twice daily. When a sea gull landed on 
the brim of Rickenbacker’s hat while he 
was napping following a prayer service, he 
managed to capture the bird, providing not 
only food, but fishing bait, enabling them 
to catch a mackerel and a sea bass. 

Rickenbacker later wrote about the ob- 
vious connection the men made between 
this apparently miraculous deliverance 
and their prayers: “There was not one of 
us who was not aware that our gull had 
appeared just after we had finished our 
prayer service.” 

The men managed to survive after that 
by collecting rainwater and occasion- 
ally catching fish. But dehydration, near- 
starvation, and exposure plunged them 
closer to death. One among them, Sgt. 
Alex Kaczmarczyk, succumbed on their 
12th day adrift. 

After the survivors separated their rafts 
from each other in order to improve their 
chances of being discovered, a Navy patrol 


Rickenbacker ally: Maj. George Racey Jordan, who told Rickenbacker about a shipment of 
atomic secrets to the U.S.S.R., is shown here presenting Sen. Joseph McCarthy with a petition 
opposing the Senate’s censure of the patriotic, anti-communist senator. 
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plane spotted Capt. Cherry (who was on a 
raft by himself), picked him up, and rein- 
stituted the search for the others. Lt. James 
beWhittaker, Lt. John DeAngelis, and Sgt. 
James Reynolds found an island the next 
day, from which they were rescued, and 
a third raft with Rickenbacker, Pvt. John 
Bartek, and Col. Hans Adamson was res- 
cued by another Navy plane on their 23rd 
day at sea. 

Rickenbacker later wrote a book about 
the ordeal, entitled Seven Came Through, 
referring to the seven who survived. 


Rickenbacker's Trip to the U.S.S.R. 

In 1943, Rickenbacker requested authori- 
zation to travel to the U.S.S.R. on a fact- 
finding mission. He later described his 
travel request: 


Few Americans were being permitted 
to enter Russia in those days. It may 
have seemed effrontery or naiveté on 
my part to think that I, as outspoken 
an anti-Communist as existed in the 
United States and a citizen very much 
on the outs with the administration in 
power, should even consider the pos- 
sibility of entering Russia. Yet I had 
hopes not only of going in but also of 
seeing and hearing enough to make 
the trip worthwhile. 


Since the reason provided to secure au- 
thorization for Rickenbacker’s trip was 
to attach him to the Lend-Lease program 
(whereby the United States provided war 
matériel to the Soviet Union), he con- 
tinued his tour at the U.S. bases used to 
transfer Lend-Lease planes to the U.S.S.R. 
What he learned was startling. 

Because of his highly respected repu- 
tation as a pilot and aviation industry 
pioneer, Rickenbacker had come to know 
aviators from all nations, including the So- 
viet Union. One such man, Andrei Youm- 
achev, had become commander of the air 
defenses protecting Moscow, and proudly 
demonstrated to Rickenbacker how they 
worked. Also, he recalled: 


At Great Falls, Montana, one of the 
American officers, Major George 
Racey Jordan, took me aside and 
informed me that he had seen what 
seemed to be shipments of uranium 
on board planes en route to Russia. 
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At that time, two years before the 
atom bomb was dropped, it was a top 
secret — or supposed to be. 

I shared Jordan’s concern over 
this shocking lack of security. When 
I returned to Washington, I informed 
Secretary Stimson of what Jordan had 
told me and shown me. Stimson said 
that he had heard about it too but had 
been unable to do anything about it. 

No wonder the Russians devel- 
oped the atomic bomb so quickly. 
After the war, Jordan wrote a book 
[From Major Jordan’s Diaries] about 
the delivery of atomic secrets to the 
Soviet Union and appeared before 
Congress. Much of the press, how- 
ever, ridiculed his assertions, and no 
positive action was ever taken. I have 
good reason to believe with Major 
Jordan, however, that our atomic se- 
crets may have deliberately [been] 
given away to Russia. 


Following the war, Rickenbacker again 
concentrated his efforts on Eastern Air- 
lines, making it for a time the most profit- 
able airline in the nation. But the burden 
of excessive federal regulation had taken 
its toll. He noted: 


{ the age of seventy [in 1960], J 
sgusted with this trend toward 

hat I felt like stepping out of 
siness completely.” — Eddie 


Rickenbacker is shown 
here in New York in 1943, 
the same year he made 
his fact-finding trip to the 
Soviet Union. 


The same fundamental philosophy 
on the part of the CAB [Civil Aero- 
nautics Board] affected every other 
part of the Eastern system. I have 
never held out that there should be 
no government regulation whatever. 
But I do deplore the trend toward 
more and more bureaucracy, more 
and more governmental control, 
that has marked the course of gov- 
ernment since Roosevelt and the 
New Deal. It is taking America in 
the wrong direction. 

As I neared the age of seventy [in 
1960], I became so disgusted with 
this trend toward socialism that I felt 
like stepping out of the airline busi- 
ness completely, provided that we 
could find the right type of executive 
to take over for me. 


Rickenbacker resigned his post as chair- 
man of the board in 1963, at the age of 
73. However, he remained active in pub- 
lic life, never hesitating to speak out on 
matters of public policy. Among the state- 
ments he made: 


¢ The United States is vainly at- 
tempting to solve the problems of 
the world through foreign aid.... Our 
give-away policy can only 
develop new dictators, 
many of them Commu- 
nists and socialists, in the 
receiving countries.... Our 
give-away program during 
the last twenty years has 
caused more governments 
to fall through revolution 
and more assassinations of 


heads of state around the world than 
occurred during the previous century. 

¢ If foreign aid is designed to stem 
the tide of Communism, then it is 
failing miserably. 

¢ The world is indeed sick, and it 
needs our help, but by far the best 
medicine we have to offer is the 
old-fashioned American formula of 
hard work, thrift and willingness to 
aid our deserving but less fortunate 
neighbors. It is the only sure cure for 
the economic ills of mankind. 


Rickenbacker wrote near the end of his 
autobiography: 


Women often come up to me after 
a speech and say, “Captain Ricken- 
backer, you frighten me.” 

“That’s just what I meant to do,” 
I say. “I want to frighten you into 
doing something.” 

“But I’m just one woman,” they’ II 
say. “What can I do?” 

“You can read and become in- 
formed,” I say. “You can discuss 
issues over the back fence, in your 
homes and apartments. You can join 
your voice with others.” 

For it is only through the concert- 
ed action of an informed, concerned 
and militant people that we can 
halt this trend to socialism and the 
welfare states and get these United 
States back on the right road again. 


Rickenbacker’s recommendation of “con- 
certed action of an informed, concerned 
and militant people” was exactly what 
another great American patriot, Robert 
Welch, set down as a course of action 
when he founded The John Birch Society 
in 1958. 

Following a life full of accomplish- 
ments, Eddie Rickenbacker embarked on 
one final mission in 1973 to Switzerland 
to investigate medical treatment for his 
wife, Adelaide. While there, he suffered 
a stroke and then developed pneumonia, 
dying on July 23 in Zurich. Lt. General 
James Doolittle delivered the eulogy at 
a memorial service held at Key Biscayne 
Presbyterian Church near Miami, after 
which Rickenbacker’s body was laid to 
rest at Green Lawn Cemetery in Colum- 
bus, Ohio. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Memphis Blues 


WREG.com reported on May 22 that 
an elderly South Memphis man taught 
a criminal that you can’t always assume 
that senior citizens will make compliant 
victims. Seventy-seven-year-old John 
Lewis was fast asleep in his bedroom 
when he heard some loud noises from 
the living room. He got out of his bed to 
investigate and came face to face with a 
burglar! The intruder was helping himself 
to Lewis’ 55-inch TV and yelled at the 
septuagenarian when he saw him stand- 
ing at the bedroom door. 

Lewis recalled that the intruder repeat- 
edly yelled at him, shouting, “Close your 
[bedroom] door or I will shoot you! I got 
a gun!” Lewis followed the criminal’s 
orders and closed his bedroom door, but 
then Lewis retrieved his pistol. Lewis once 
again opened his bedroom door, and this 
time he opened fire on the TV-stealing 
hood hitting him twice, once in the hand 
and another time in the chest. The injured 
thug was so startled that he dropped his 
car keys when he fled the scene and was 
forced to leave on foot. Owing to his inju- 
ries, the burglar actually called the cops on 
himself in order to receive medical treat- 
ment for his gunshot wounds. The suspect 
was quickly apprehended and was charged 
with burglary and attempted robbery after 
receiving medical treatment. 


A Fine Christian Woman 


ABC News affiliate KABC reported on 
June 13 about a similar scenario involv- 
ing a senior citizen who refused to play 
victim in Anaheim, California. Seventy- 
two-year-old Jan Cooper and her 85-year- 
old, wheelchair-bound, WWII veteran 
husband, Bob, became alarmed shortly 
after midnight when their Rottweiler 
began barking loudly. The Coopers real- 
ized something was wrong as the barking 
continued to grow in intensity and vol- 
ume. Mrs. Cooper called the police and 
grabbed her gun. The 911 tape record- 
ed the tense exchange as Mrs. Cooper 
peeked between the window slats near 
the front door and saw a stranger’s silhou- 
ette standing outside her home. “I have 
no idea what’s happening but I don’t like 
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the sound of that dog,” Cooper said into 
the phone, breathing heavily owing to the 
stress and anxiety involved with having 
someone trying to break into your home. 
“Your heart goes up into your throat,” 
she told the 911 dispatcher. Mrs. Cooper 
witnessed the stranger move around the 
side of the house, so she headed to her 
kitchen to turn on her back floodlights. 
But before she could even flip the switch, 
she saw a man trying to open her slid- 
ing door. Mrs. Cooper didn’t wait for the 
door to open before firing. She shot and 
yelled, “Back up you son of a b****! 
Back up!” Mrs. Cooper told KABC that 
she considers herself a Christian woman 
and was surprised by her reaction. “I 
don’t curse.... But after I shot, rage took 
hold,” she explained. The police quickly 
arrived and apprehended Brandon Alex- 
ander Perez who was charged with first- 
degree burglary. Authorities did say that 
Perez had a prior burglary conviction and 
was on parole, living in a halfway house. 


Using an Intruder’s Gun 


In a story involving clumsy crooks, 
New York City police say a 10-year-old 
Brooklyn boy picked up a gun that was 
dropped by an intruder and used it against 
the criminals. Police say two burglars 
dressed as delivery men knocked on a 
door to a house on June 3. Two teenage 
sisters opened the front door for what 
they believed were delivery men, and the 
intruders forcefully pushed past them and 
ran up to the second floor. The Associ- 
ated Press reported that a video released 
by authorities showed one man carrying 
an open cardboard box and pushing his 
way into the home with a second man 
quickly following from behind. On the 
second floor, a woman, the homeowner, 
slammed a door on one of the would-be 
burglar’s arms, causing him to drop his 
gun. A 10-year-old quickly picked up the 
weapon and fired it at the two men. One 
of the men returned fire at the child, but 
no one was hit. The two suspects fled and 
police are still investigating. 

Neighbor Onika Rogers was shocked by 
the violence, and described the block as 
peaceful and quiet to the AP. She did say 


the home invasion made her worry for her 
own children around the same age as the 
10-year-old boy. 


Accidents Happen 


The Daily Journal of New Jersey reported 
on June 14 about how dangerous it is for in- 
experienced and untrained people to handle 
firearms. Two burglars targeted a house in a 
remote location for an attempted burglary, 
but their plans went awry when one of the 
suspects accidentally discharged his weap- 
on. One of the suspects broke a first-floor 
window and was reaching inside to take an 
item with his free hand when he acciden- 
tally pulled the trigger of his pistol in his 
other hand, causing it to fire. No one was 
injured except the pride of the would-be 
criminal. The two suspects fled the scene, 
but were later apprehended at their home, 
which housed an indoor marijuana grow- 
ing facility. Both suspects were charged 
with possession of marijuana with intent to 
distribute, possession of a firearm for an un- 
lawful purpose, receiving stolen property, 
resisting arrest, and theft. 


Stand Your Ground 


Authorities in Orangeburg, South Caro- 
lina, will not file criminal charges against 
a man who shot and killed an intruder, 
according to WISTV.com. Orangeburg 
County Sheriff Leroy Ravenell said the 
death of 21-year-old DeShawn Randolph 
was classified as self-defense under the 
state’s “stand your ground” law. All of the 
available evidence showed that the shoot- 
ing was justified under state law, said Rav- 
enell in a statement. 

“Unless contradicting evidence is devel- 
oped, the homeowner will not be charged 
in this shooting.” The incident occurred 
on May 26 when Randolph used a shovel 
to break the back window of a home. The 
homeowner grabbed a gun and fired at 
Randolph after he refused to stop moving 
toward him. The homeowner contended 
that he was forced to unload his clip owing 
to Randolph’s aggression. Several shots 
were fired, and Randolph succumbed to 
his wounds and massive blood loss. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Coupling Amnesty 
With ObamaCare 


ITEM: Time magazine for June 20 com- 
mented that “Obama-land is going on of- 
fense” to sell ObamaCare. “At the White 
House, health care implementation has 
become an obsession.” 

Why the hard sell? The magazine an- 
swers. “The reason: the law is increas- 
ingly unpopular.” 

Item: The Associated Press for June 21 
reported: “President Barack Obama has 
championed two sweeping policy changes 
that could transform how people live ... : 
affordable health care for all and a path to 
citizenship for the 11 million immigrants il- 
legally in the country. But many immigrants 
will have to wait more than a decade to 
qualify for health care benefits under the 
proposed immigration overhaul being de- 
bated by Congress, ensuring a huge swath 
of people will remain uninsured.” 

ITEM: The ABC News website for June 18, 
2013 reported that the “immigration reform 
bill drawn up by the Senate Gang of 8 would 
boost the economy and lower the deficit, the 
non-partisan Congressional Budget Office 
[CBO] says in a report out today.” 
CORRECTION: It takes purposeful deception 
and a very selective reading of a tenden- 
tious government report to make believe 
that a massive new entitlement program 
combined with amnesty for millions of il- 
legal immigrants will result in an economic 
windfall for the United States. It calls for 
the triumph of hope over experience. 

Accordingly, advocates of amnesty 
have been forced to spread even more un- 
truths. Senator Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.), 
a member of the Gang of 8 who would re- 
ward those who have broken the laws of 
the land, shamelessly contends that pas- 
sage of the bill would make illegal immi- 
gration “a thing of the past.” Hardly. 

Even the CBO report, which by design 
spits out figures based only on the assump- 
tions lawmakers feed into the other end, 
doesn’t make that pretense. The congressio- 
nal report actually admits that only 25 per- 
cent of the future flow of illegals will be cut. 

In addition, the CBO report acknowl- 
edges that the immigration bill will drive 
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down the average wages of law-abiding 
Americans. The unemployment rate is also 
projected to rise. And the CBO concludes 
that the current immigration bill would cost 
about $87 billion more in subsidies for those 
immigrants who do qualify to buy insurance 
in the new healthcare exchanges. The Wash- 
ington Times notes that several categories 
of “immigrants, including guest workers, 
would be eligible” for ObamaCare. 

The current illegals not immediately 
covered by ObamaCare will cause other 
problems. The specter of ObamaCare has 
already led employers to cut back on hiring 
or reduce the number of hours for workers. 
With amnesty, expect worse because of the 
employer mandate. As Phillip Klein points 
out in the Washington Examiner: “Starting 
in January, businesses with 50 or more em- 
ployees who don’t offer workers health in- 
surance that the federal government deems 
acceptable must pay a penalty if at least one 
of their workers obtains insurance on a new 
government-run exchange. The penalty is 
up to $3,000 per worker.” He adds: “This 
means if the immigration bill becomes law, 
some employers could effectively face in- 
centives of hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars to hire newly legalized immigrants over 
American citizens.” 

If amnesty passes, political pressures will 
restart on both the immigration and health- 
care fronts. As columnist Arnold Ahlert has 
noted, the incrementalists will challenge the 
waiting period to become a citizen “before 
the ink is dry on the President’s signature on 
the bill’’ Once the figurative camel’s nose is 
under the tent, he correctly observes, 


virtually every provision in it will 
be challenged as being unduly harsh 
or heartless. The same pre-planned 
chaos that attends the healthcare bill, 
which itself is nothing more than a 
jumping-off point for the real end- 
game of government-run healthcare, 
is built into this legislation as well. 

Consider just one aspect of it, 
namely family reunification. Does 
anyone seriously believe that once 
this bill passes, whatever the current 
definition of “family” is won’t be 
vastly expanded? 


The misleading projections of the CBO 
then would be moot. Over time, as Robert 
Rector of the Heritage Foundation says, 
the legislation makes the (then) 18.5 mil- 
lion illegals “eligible for nearly every gov- 
ernment program, including: Obamacare, 
80 different welfare programs, Social Se- 
curity and Medicare. When this occurs, 
spending will explode, but nearly all the 
real costs do not appear in the CBO score.” 

Senator Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.), ranking 
member of the Budget Committee, com- 
mented that the real costs were hidden by 
using the “same scoring gimmicks used by 
the Obamacare drafters to conceal its true 
cost from taxpayers and to manipulate the 
CBO score. There is a reason why eligibil- 
ity for the most expensive federal benefits 
was largely delayed outside the 10-year 
scoring window: to mislead the public.” His 
request to the CBO for long-term scoring 
was not provided. 

As Supreme Court Justice Samuel Alito 
noted last year, healthy younger adults 
spending an average of $854 annually on 
healthcare will be forced to buy policies 
costing around $5,800, with a mandate 
that forces “these people to provide a huge 
subsidy to the insurance companies ... to 
subsidize services that will be received by 
somebody else.” 

If they act in their own interests, many 
won’t do so — which is why the White 
House and its allies need a con game and 
are cranking up the propaganda machine. 
John Fund is on track in National Review 
Online, writing: 


If young people boycott Obamacare, 
the law of adverse selection kicks 
in. Too few young people in an in- 
surance pool means fewer healthy 
people to subsidize the sicker people. 
Costs and premiums will rise more 
than expected, which will lead to 
fewer young people signing up and 
costs going up even more. In insur- 
ance jargon, it’s called a death spiral. 


The big-government gang, at that point, 
will demand an even bigger government 
solution. 

— WILLIAM P. HoAaR 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JACK KENNY 


The Surveillance State of America 


hether or not they 
attended church 
regularly, J. Edgar 


Hoover and his deputies must 
have heard some interesting 
sermons during Hoover’s 48- 
year reign as director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion. Curt Gentry in his 1991 
biography J. Edgar Hoover: 
the Man and His Secrets 
wrote that the Rev. Ralph 
Abernathy once preached a 
sermon to Hoover by means 
of an electronic listening 
device — in common par- 
lance, a “bug” — planted in 
the preacher’s pulpit. When 
the legendary G-Man died in 
1972, Abernathy, a civil rights leader who succeeded Martin 
Luther King, Jr. as president of the Southern Christian Leader- 
ship Council, said Hoover was not the only one listening to and 
watching over America. 

“With the passing of J. Edgar Hoover, I am reminded that al- 
mighty God conducts the ultimate surveillance,” Abernathy said. 

If God’s surveillance still surpasses the eyes and ears of the 
U.S. government, it’s not because our nation’s alphabet soup 
“snoops” (FBI, CIA, NSA) aren’t trying, with technology ex- 
ceeding anything Hoover knew. As the FBI’s current director, 
Robert Mueller, acknowledged in a June appearance before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, the agency has been using un- 
manned aerial vehicles for domestic surveillance. 

“We are in the early stages of doing that, and I will tell you 
that our footprint is very small, we have very few, and have lim- 
ited use. And we’re exploring not only the use, but the necessary 
guidelines for that use,’ Mueller said. 

No word yet on when, or if, those guidelines will be an- 
nounced. But presumably they will at least officially prohibit 
mission creep from surveillance drones to armed drones, and 
follow the admission that Sen. Rand Paul finally elicited from 
Attorney General Eric Holder — that the president does not have 
the authority to order a drone strike on an American citizen on 
American soil. America, after all, is not Yemen. Concerning that 
very small footprint, it surely has lots of room to grow. This is a 
big country, from sea to shining sea, and it’s a safe bet Mueller 
or his successor will soon be petitioning Congress for funds to 
expand both the number and the limited use of drones. 

The recent news that the National Security Agency has been 
collecting daily billions of telephone call records — along with 
e-mails, text messages, and other communications — has awak- 
ened the nation once again to the fact that we are living in a 
surveillance state, under a government whose means of track- 
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ing our every move and every 
communication appear to be 
growing exponentially. In De- 
cember 2005, we learned that 
the NSA had been intercept- 
ing and recording internation- 
al telephone, e-mail, and fax 
messages to and from people 
in the United States, an am- 
bitious enterprise undertaken 
without even a request for a 
warrant from the secret For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court. President Obama de- 
fends the current program 
despite having strongly con- 
demned the NSA “fishing 
expedition” under President 
George W. Bush. And while 
his critics have pointed to his conversion of convenience, Obama 
has likewise noted “‘some folks on the right,’ now voicing alarm 
about the surveillance, “weren’t very worried about it when it 
was a Republican president.” 

But there are clearly some Americans who seem unworried 
about any level of government surveillance, no matter who is in 
the White House. They have, they say, “nothing to hide.” But 
Congress over the years has made criminal so many activities 
that federal criminal statutes now cover some 27,000 pages. 
People certain they have “nothing to hide” may have broken 
laws without knowing it. A few years ago a lawyer named Har- 
vey Silverglate published a book entitled Three Felonies a Day, 
the number he estimates the average American commits unwit- 
tingly. The subtitle should give us all pause: How the Feds Target 
the Innocent. 

In the 1930s, Hoover’s FBI went searching for criminals and 
subversives, and soon expanded the subjects of its bugs and 
wiretaps to include political enemies of President Roosevelt, 
most notably members of the America First Committee, who 
wanted America to stay out of World War II. In later decades, 
the agency’s COINTELPRO (short for counter intelligence pro- 
grams) campaign targeted individuals and organizations out of 
favor with the political establishment. Information uncovered 
was often useful for blackmail or defamation of adversaries, 
whether dissidents in an antiwar movement, or a senator or con- 
gressman the president wanted silenced. 

It would be unwise to assume such motives are not at work in 
the ongoing NSA surveillance. Given the scope of the agency’s 
data sweep, including virtually all the major Internet servers, the 
underlying premise appears to be that extremists plotting terrorist 
attacks communicate with one another on Facebook. The people 
running these programs can’t be dumb enough to believe that. 

Maybe they assume we are. 
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